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I ntroduction

The passage of the Children First Act in 1988 ushered in a new era of
data collection, analysis, and reporting about the overall quality and
condition of education in Louisiana. Implemented in 1990, this major
piece of legislation mandated the publication of the Progress Profiles
(School Report Cards, District Composite Report, and the State Report)
with three main objectives: (1) to provide information about schools to
parents and the general public, (2) to provide a basis for educational
planning, and (3) to increase educational accountability at all levels.

The Children First Act through its Progress Profiles program also
became the impetus toward the introduction of the statewide school
accountability system, which was implemented in fall of 1999. The
School Accountability System, replacing the old Progress Profiles
program, is focused on analysis and assessment of school performance
with heavy emphasis on school improvement. In its third year, the
Accountability system has been successful in its mission, particularly in
raising awareness of the importance of this initiative to our state.
Furthermore, the end products of this system, the annual accountability
reports have become an important mechanism for disseminating
information on the status and performance of public education in the state
of Louisiana.

Overview of the L ouisiana Accountability System

The Louisiana School Accountability System went into effect in the fall
of 1999 with two implementation tracks for the public schools. Schools
containing grade levels kindergarten through eighth (K-8) entered into the
accountability system in the fall of 1999. Schools with grades 9-12
(otherwise known as the high school grades) entered into the
accountability system in thefall of 2001.

The Louisiana School Accountability System is based on a two-year
accountability cycle. There are five accountability cycles within a 10-
year timeframe at which time schools must achieve the State's 10-year
School Performance Score (SPS) goal of 100.
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As part of the accountability system, each school annually receives a
School Performance Score (SPS) which indicates how wel its students
are performing. Specifically, each school’s effectiveness and progress are
measured based on results from statewide testing programs such as the
Louisiana Educational Assessment Program for the 21% Century (LEAP
21), the Graduation Exit Examination for the 21%* Century (GEE 21 and
The lowa Tests), school attendance, and the dropout data. Further for
each cycle, every school receives (1) a Performance Labd describing its
performance relative to state goals, (2) a Growth Target, which identifies
how much the school has to grow in order to stay on track for meeting the
State’ s 10-year goal, (3) a Growth SPS, which is calculated at the end of
a cycle, is compared to the Basdine SPS to determine if a school has
achieved its Growth Target for that cycle and (4) a Growth Labe
describing the level of growth achieved by the school.

Key Components of L ouisiana’s Accountability System

There are five key components to the Louisiana’ s School Accountability
System as shown below.



Key Components of the School Accountability
System in Louisiana

1. High Curriculum Standards >

2. Assessment Program

L ouisiana
School
Accountability
System

3. School Performance Monitoring
and Reporting

4. Corrective Acti on/Assistmce>

Component 1--High Curriculum Standards. In the on-going effort to
raise educational performance, the Louisiana Department of Education
(LDE) substantially upgraded the curriculum and content standards for
public school students. Based on these higher curricular standards, the
State Board of Elementary and Secondary Education (SBESE) set 10-
year and 20-year educational goals for all Louisiana schools that depict
the educational performance level expected of each school. Defined in
terms of School Performance Scores (SPS), the 10-year goal was set at
100 and the 20-year goal was set at 150.

5. Recognition

Component 2--Assessment Program. A new, rigorous assessment
program for Louisiana students began in spring of the 1998-1999 school
year, with two main measures of achievement:

» The new criterion-referenced tests (CRT), or the LEAP 21 tests,
measure how well students master the State' s content standards. The
LEAP 21 tests are administered to students in 4th and 8th grades. In
the spring of 2000, the English Language Arts and the Mathematics
LEAP 21 tests became high-stakes tests: no 4th or 8th-grade student
scoring at the Unsatisfactory achievement level on the English
Language Arts or Mathematics test could be promoted fully to the
next grade. The English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the
new high school CRT, commonly known as the Graduation Exit

Examination for the 21% century (GEE 21), were also implemented in
spring of 2001.

» The norm-referenced tests, or The lowa Tests, compare the
performance of Louisiana students to the performance of students
nationally. The lowa Tests are administered to students in grades 3,
5,6,7,and9.

Component 3--School Performance Monitoring and Reporting. Each
public schoal is assigned a School Performance Score (SPS) on annual
basis indicating the academic status of its students. The SPS for each
school is a weighted composite index, using indicators and weighting
factors as outlined below.

SPS Indicatorswith Corresponding Weighting Factors

Attendance
5%
Dropouts
5%

LEAP 21/GEE 21
60%

Thelowa Tests
30%

Component 4--Corrective Actions and Assistance. A school that does
not meet or make adequate progress towards its Growth Target will enter
into Corrective Actions. Corrective Actions is a component of the
accountability system, which is intended to help low performing schools
improve. A school that enters Corrective Actions shall receive additional
support and assistance, with the expectation that extensive efforts shall
be made by students, parent, teachers, principals, administrators, and
school boards to improve student achievement at the school. There are
three levels of Corrective Actions, named as Corrective Actions 1, 11, and
1. Movement into and among the different levels of Corrective Actions
is essentially dependent on the school’s Growth SPS, the state average,
the amount of growth and Growth Label achieved, as well as the growth
target and previous corrective actions leve placement. For a more

Calcasieu Parish, p. ii



detailed description of the rules and regulations which apply to the
Corrective Actions, please refer to the Notice of Intent (NOI) which can
be found on the Louisiana Department of Education’s web site at
www.louisianaschools.net .

Component 5--Recognition. The LDE closdy monitors the progress of
schools against interim 2-year SPS Goals and Growth Targets as well as
long-term 10- and 20-year goals. Schools showing adequate progress
will be recognized. At the writing of this publication, there is an
estimated ten million dollars allocated in the executive budget to be used
as rewards for those schools which have received the “Exemplary
Academic Growth” or the “Recognized Academic Growth” labd.
The number of schools in Corrective Actions will determine the reward
amount per school. Reward amounts will be calculated on a per pupil
basis.

Accountability Reports

To offer the most comprehensive overview possible and serve the specific
needs of varied audiences, the Department of Education has provided
three levels of reporting. Given the differences in perspective audiences
aswdll asthe differences in the intended use of this information, all levels
of these reports are developed and disseminated on an annual basis.

1. School Report Cards are tailored to the needs of parents and the
general public, as wel as school administrators and other key
personnd. That is, the School Report Card for Parents is written with
the average parent and others of the general public in mind. The
School Report Card for Principals, written to convey school leve
information to school administrators, is more technical in content.
Both School Report Cards provide an excdlent overview of the
school’s performance and progress toward achieving the State's
established 10- and 20-year goals. Copies of the report cards are
ddivered to the principals for distribution to all parents.

2. District Composite Reports (DCRs) are produced for all 66
Louisiana public school districts on an annual basis. The most
detailed and comprehensive of the three levels of reporting, these
reports contain longitudinal data on all indicators, including the
accountability performance results. The DCRs are intended to serve
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as an effective tool to aid policymakers and district administrators in
identifying opportunities for school improvement.

3. The Louisiana Sate Education Progress Report is best suited to the
needs of the general reader. It provides a succinct overview of the
major characteristics of Louisiana education based on accountability
results and the supporting analysis of the various indicators.

Key Features of This Report
Longitudinal Analysis

Up to six years of data (the current year and the five previous years) are
presented in the District Composite Report. Each year, this report is
updated by adding the most current year’s data and deleting the data that
are more than six years old. Incorporating longitudinal data in the
District Composite Report enables policy makers to anticipate changesin
educational outcomes, not just describe them (Smith, 1988). However,
longitudinal reporting does complicate the presentation of data. To assist
policy makers in interpreting data, tables in the District Composite
Report have been formatted as follows:

1. Cross-sectional data (i.e., for any given year) are presented
vertically in columns. School-to-school comparisons can be
made within any given year by scanning up and down columns.

2. Longitudinal data are presented horizontally in rows. An
individual school’s progress on any single indicator can be
charted over time by scanning left-to-right across columns.

3. Schools are listed in sequential order, based on school site
code and school category.

To facilitate longitudinal and cross-sectional tracking of individual
schools, the LDE has included in al the tables the six digit site code
assigned to all public schoals. In instances for which certain data may not
be available for a schoal, the tilde symbol (~) will be displayed. There are
also some tables for which the presence of data is “not applicable’
because of the design requirements of the accountability modd and the
phasing in of the new criterion-referenced tests. In these cases, the
notation “N/A” will be displayed. As always, longitudinal data for the
prior years are still accessible through the 1997-1998 District Composite
Reports available on the L DE web site (www.|ouisianaschool s.net)




2000-2001 AsBasdline Year

This report starts with the 2000-2001 school year as its first year of
accountability data for those schools with 9-12 grade configurations and
the 9-12 portions of schools with K-12 grade configurations. For K-8
schools previously captured in the accountability system, 1998-1999 will
remain the basdline year.

The 2000-2001 school year has become a new basdine year for 9-12 and
K-12 schools for several reasons. First, it was the year when the first
phase of the statewide high school accountability system went into effect
and when each public school with a grade in the 9-12 and or K-12 range
received a uniform School Performance Score and a School Performance
Labed and Growth Target. Prior to 2001, schools with 9-12 grade
configurations and the 9-12 portion of schools with K-12 grade
configurations had been excluded from the accountability system.
Secondly, the newly designed criterion-referenced testing program (GEE
21) went into effect for students in grades 10 and 11 and presented
opportunities for the application of new testing programs and testing
data.

School Categorization

School category comparison statistics are presented by district and for
the state as a whole for those indicators that are not reported by grade
levd. The indicators with category averages include class size
attendance, suspension and expulsion. This homogeneous grouping of
schools by leve of instruction fosters probably the fairest comparisons.
The 1,532 Louisiana public schools have been placed into one of the four
categories of Elementary, Middle/Junior High, High, and Combination.
The specific definition for each school category is provided in Part 2 of
this report.

Accurate and Reliable Reporting

Measurement is a process involving both theoretical as well as empirical
considerations. Most assuredly, research based on the inadequate
measurement of indicators does not result in a greater understanding of
the particular indicator (Carmines and Zdler, 1979). Though it is widdy
recognized that the best educational policy is made when officials have
access to accurate information, the use of inaccurate or unreiable data is

more dangerous than no information at all. Recognizing this possibility
for misunderstanding, the LDE has made every effort to ensure the
reliability and validity of the data reported in the accountability reports.
Prior to release and publication, LDE and district staff examine each
indicator through a meticulous data correction and verification process.
The accountability program has grown substantially over the past several
years. The LDE has executed an eaborate process for data verification
and analyses to ensure that quality is an intrinsic part of each
accountability report.

Organization and Contents of this Report

This report has been organized into five sections, each encompassing a
series of related educational indicators.

e Section 1. District Summary. The summary tables in this section
offer district-leve information for all indicators including the school
accountability results. In addition to quick-reference tables on
various indicators, district socioeconomic, demographic, and
financial data are also included to give a more complete picture of
Louisiana school districts. School performance is influenced by
community socioeconomic characteristics and by the leve of local
financial support for public education. Section 1, presents
socioeconomic and financial indicators such as parish household
income; unemployment rates; district revenues, expenditures, and
average teacher salaries. This section has been greatly improved by
the incorporation of newly reeased 2000 census data.

e Section 2. School Characteristics and Accountability Information.
The context within which students are educated and the leve of
educational resources available to them impact learning and
performance results. Section 2 provides a quick summary of each
school’s accountability results (i.e., school performance score,
school performance labd, Growth Labd, two-year Growth Target
and Corrective Actions status). This section also focuses on key
educational “inputs’ and resources at the school leve: i.e, the size
of the student body and faculty, the school's category (e.qg.,
dementary schools, middle schools, €c.), class sizes, and the
academic preparation of faculty.
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e Section 3. Sudent Participation. For students to receive an
education, they must first have the opportunity to learn; thus, the
extent to which students are present and actively engaged in
schooling is of vital importance (Oakes, 1989). Section 3 presents
three indicators that provide some measure of student participation:
attendance, dropouts, and suspensions/ expulsions.

e Section 4. Student Achievement. Section 4 reports three types of
school-levd outputs: student performance on (1) reading leve
evaluations for grades 2 and 3, which assess students' abilities to
read and comprehend on grade level; (2) criterion-referenced tests
(CRTs), which measure students' performance on state-prescribed
curricula; and (3) norm-referenced tests (NRTSs), which indicate
how Louisiana students compare with other students nationally.
Thereading level evaluation results are based on the Devel opmental
Reading Assessment (DRA), which is a uniform examination used
statewide for the first time in the 1998-99 school year. The CRT
results reported for grades 4 and 8 are based on Louisiana’'s new
criterion-referenced testing program (LEAP for the 21% Century)
implemented in the spring of 1999. The new Graduation Exit
Examination (GEE 21), designed for high school students, is
administered in grades 10 and 11. The NRT results, which are also
part of the Louisiana Educational Assessment Program (LEAP),
reflect student performance utilizing two tests. The first test, the
lowa Tests of Basic Skills (ITBS), is administered to students in
grade 3, 5, 6, and 7; and the second, the lowa Tests of Educational
Development (ITED), is administered to studentsin grade 9.

e Section 5. College Readiness. One goal of eementary-secondary
schooling is to ensure that those students seeking an advanced
education are adequately prepared for college. This report presents
two indicators of college readiness: (1) student performance on the
American College Test (ACT), a national test commonly used for
college placement purposes and (2) the percentage of college
freshmen graduates who take developmental or remedial courses.

A brief narrative introduces each indicator presented in this report and is
organized as follows:
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e anintroduction to the indicator and its significance in the study
and/or promotion of student learning;

e a description of how data are organized in the accompanying
table(s);

» définitions of key terms, where applicable;

» formulas/equations used to calculate statistics, where applicable;
and the source(s) of the data presented.

A glossary at the end of this report provides operational definitions for
additional key terms.

Refer ences

Carmines, E. G. and Zdller, R. A. (1979). Reliability and validity assessment. Series:
Quantitative Applications in the Social Sciences, 7 (017), 11,15.

Children First Act of 1988. La. RS.17:3911-3912, Louisiana Revised Satutes.

Honig, B. (1994, June). How can Horace best be helped? Phi Deta Kappan. 75 (10),
790-796.

Oakes, J. (1989). What educational indicators: The case for assessing the schoal
context. Educational Evaluation and Policy Analysis. 11 (2), 181-199.

Smith, M. (1988). Educational indicators. Phi Delta Kappan, 69 (7), 487-491.



For Additional Information

The State Department of Education maintains an extensive list of education-related publications, which are available to the general public. The following

provides a listing of key reports:

Product Name Type Of Data L evels Included Type of Y ears Available Format Available
Product
Louisiana State Education » Accountability and » District Paper Book 1990 to Current O Paper
Progress Report Testing » State O Electronic/web
(State Report) » Educational O CDROM
» Demographic
» Some Financial
Accountability Reports » Educational » School Paper 1990 to Current O Paper
(School Report Cards) » Accountability & » State Pamphlet O Electronic/web
Testi ng
District Composite Reports | » Educational » School Paper Book 1990 to Current O Paper
(DCR) » Accountability & » District O Electronic/web
Testing » State O CDROM
» Some Demographic &
» Financial
Annual Financial & » Financial and Statistical | » District Paper Book 1974 to Current O Paper
Statistical Report (AFSR) Data » State O Electronic/web
» Some Demographic
Louisiana First-Time » Educational » District Paper Book 1995 to Current O Paper
College Freshman State » Some Demographic » State O Electronic/web
Report » School
(First-Time Freshman Summary
Report)
Starting Points Preschool » Educational » District Paper Book 1993 to Current | O Paper
Program Evaluation Report | » Some Demographic » State
(Starti ng Points Report)

For more information, please visit the LDE Web site at (www.louisianaschools.net)
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District Summary Overview

This section presents district-level information on a variety of education
indicators and is organized into three parts. The first part provides
summary results for the four groups of data indicators presented in this
report. The five groups for which district-level summary results have
been generated are (1) School Characteristics and Accountability
Information, (2) Student Participation, (3) Student Achievement, (4)
College Readiness, and (5) New District Indicator. State level results are
also included (when available) in this summary section.

The second part of this section presents an overview of the parish’'s
socioeconomic and demographic makeup. The socioeconomic and
demographic composition may shed light on household situations and
thus the educational system of a schoaol district. Issues such as income,
poverty rate, single parent households, and teen pregnancy affect family
function, which is strongly linked to achievement.

The third part of this section offers a financial overview of the district.
Financial information regarding educational revenues and expenditures
will broaden the understanding of how public school districts function.
This kind of information is worthy, as it serves to provide additional
contextual background for the interpretation of educational indicators.
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District Indicator Summary Results

This section presents the district-leved results for the four groups of
education indicators and one new education indicator. The overall
objective of this section is to provide the readers with a brief summary of
the district’s performance in the four areas as described below. It should
be noted that state level results are also included (when available) in this
summary section.

1)

2)

3)

School Characteristics and Accountability Information: A
summary of the district's accountability results (i.e., school
performance scores, school performance labds, growth labds, two-
year growth targets, and corrective actions). Other key educational
“inputs’ and resources at the school level such as the size of the
student body and faculty, the school’s category (eg., dementary
schools, middle schools, etc.), class size, and the academic
preparation of the faculty are presented in tables 1a through 1g.

Student Participation: District-level summary results on three key
student participation indicators including attendance, dropouts,
suspensions and expulsions in tables 2a through 2c.

Student Achievement: District-level summary results on four types
of output indicators. These indicators include (1) reading-leve
evaluation results for 2nd and 3rd graders, which assess students
abilities to read and comprehend on grade leve; (2) criterion-
referenced tests (CRT), which measure students' performance on
state-prescribed curricula; (3) norm-referenced tests (NRT), which
compare the performance of students in Louisiana with that of
students nationally; and (4) the Graduation Exit Examination (Old
GEE and/or GEE21), which measures academic performance of high
school students. These indicators can be found in tables 3a through
3e
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4)

5)

College Readiness. District-level summary results on two key
indicators of college readiness. (1) student performance on the
American College Test (ACT), a national test commonly used for
college placement purposes; and (2) number and percent of first- time
college freshmen who enrall in developmental/remedial courses. Data
arefound in tables 4a and 4b.

New District Indicator: For the first time, district level data on
student retention will be displayed in this document. Table 5a will
present district leve student retention results.



District Indicator Summary Results
School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1a: Public Schools

District 1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Total Number of Schools 60 60 59
October 1 Membership 33,138 32,590 32,501
Number of Faculty 2,391 2,383 2,390
State
Total Number of Schools 1,507 1,533 1,532
October 1 Membership 766,274 755,207 745,955
Number of Faculty 53,933 55,432 55,526
Table 1b: Schools by Performance Label*
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number
School of Academic Excellence 0.0 0 N/A N/A 0.0 0
School of Academic Distinction 4.3 2 N/A N/A 3.6 2
School of Academic Achievement 10.6 5 N/A N/A 23.2 13
Academically Above the State Average 57.4 27 N/A N/A 41.1 23
Academically Below the State Average 27.7 13 N/A N/A 32.1 18
Academically Unacceptable School 0.0 0 N/A N/A 0.0 0
Number of Schools 100.0 47 N/A N/A| 100.0 56
State
School of Academic Excellence 0.1 1 N/A N/A 0.3 4
School of Academic Distinction 1.3 15 N/A N/A 11 15
School of Academic Achievement 7.9 94 N/A N/A 14.7 203
Academically Above the State Average 44.0 524 N/A N/A 32.9 455
Academically Below the State Average 42.0 500 N/A N/A 48.2 665
Academically Unacceptable School 4.8 57 N/A N/A 2.8 39
Number of Schools 100.0] 1,191 N/A N/A| 100.0] 1,381

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Performance Labels and Growth Labels are assigned once every two years.

* 1998-1999 data only includes schools with K-8 grades.
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District Indicator Summary Results

School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1c: Schools By Growth Label

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent [ Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
No Label Assigned” N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.7 4
Exemplary Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 32.6 15
Recognized Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 30.4 14
Minimal Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 26.1 12
No Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
School In Decline N/A N/A N/A N/A 2.2 1
Number of Schools N/A N/A N/A N/A| 100.0 46
State
No Label Assigned” N/A N/A N/A N/A 5.8 68
Exemplary Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 43.9 512
Recognized Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.5 297
Minimal Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.6| 217
No Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.7 55
Schoal In Decline N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.4 16
Number of Schools N/A N/A N/A N/A| 100.0] 1,165
Table 1d: Schools By Level of Corrective Actions
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
Not in Corrective Actions 100.0 47| 100.0 46 91.1 51
Corrective Actions | (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 8.9 5
Corrective Actions Il (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Corrective Actions 111 (CA 111) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
State
Not in Corrective Actions 95.2| 1,134 95.5| 1,120 85.1] 1,175
Corrective Actions | (CA 1) 4.8 57 4.5 53 13.1 181
Corrective Actions Il (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.8 25
Corrective Actions 111 (CA 111) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Performance Labels and Growth Labels are assigned once every two years.

* No labdl is assigned to schools with a Basdline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
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District Indicator Summary Results
School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1e: Reward Data

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number
\Schools Eligible for Receiving Rewards N/A N/A N/A N/A 63.0 29
State
'Schools Eligible for Receiving Rewards N/Al  N/Al  NAl NA| 686l 799 | | |
Table 1f: Faculty Degree Data
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number
\Faculty with aMaster's Degree or Higher 42.7) 1,020 41.5 990 42.6| 1,018
State
[Faculty with a Master's Degree or Higher 39.1/ 21,090| 38.0/ 21,056| 37.5| 20,846 | | |

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: School Rewards are determined and distributed once every two years.
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District Indicator Summary Results

School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1g: Class Size Characteristics

1998-99| 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number

Elementary Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.7 539 45.1 616 47.1 633

Class Size Range 21 - 26 55.8 821 50.5 690 48.3 650

Class Size Range 27 or more 7.5 110 4.5 61 4.6 62
Middle/Jr. High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 40.1) 647 48.1] 829 42.6| 667

Class Size Range 21 - 26 450, 727 420, 724 45.2 707

Class Size Range 27 or more 14.9 241 9.9 171 12.3 192
High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 46.9| 1,239 46.2| 1,226 453 1,171

Class Size Range 21 - 26 39.4| 1,041 40.2| 1,067 36.6 947

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.8 364 13.5 359 18.2 470
Combination Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 70.7 159 75.9 161 81.4 162

Class Size Range 21 - 26 20.9 47 19.3 41 13.6 27

Class Size Range 27 or more 8.4 19 4.7 10 5.0 10
All Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 43.4) 2,584 47.6| 2,832 46.2| 2,633

Class Size Range 21 - 26 44.3| 2,636 42.3| 2,522 409 2,331

Class Size Range 27 or more 12.3 734 10.1 601 12.9 734

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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District Indicator Summary Results

School Characteristics and Accountability Information
Table 1g: Class Size Characteristics

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number

Elementary Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.5| 11,901 44.1) 15,027 47.0| 17,287

Class Size Range 21 - 26 50.4| 16,434 43.1] 14,713 42.7| 15,706

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.1] 4,285 12.8] 4,368 10.3] 3,778
Middle/Jr. High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 29.8/ 9,029 32.1 9,961 32.4] 9,907

Class Size Range 21 - 26 39.6| 11,994 39.3| 12,189 40.8| 12,465

Class Size Range 27 or more 30.7| 9,294 28.6| 8,849 26.8| 8,187
High Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 37.5| 18,477 39.1| 19,814 41.4| 20,349

Class Size Range 21 - 26 31.8| 15,697 31.2| 15,786 30.3| 14,875

Class Size Range 27 or more 30.7| 15,144 29.7| 15,009 28.3| 13,888
Combination Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 62.6| 4,925 64.8| 4,737 66.5| 5,879

Class Size Range 21 - 26 27.0 2,122 27.6| 2,014 24.4| 2,155

Class Size Range 27 or more 10.4 816 7.7 560 9.1 803
All Schools

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.9| 44,332 40.3| 49,539 42.6| 53,422

Class Size Range 21 - 26 38.5| 46,247 36.3| 44,702 36.1] 45,201

Class Size Range 27 or more 24.6| 29,539 23.4| 28,786 21.3| 26,656

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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District

District Indicator Summary Results

Sudent Participation

Table 2a: Student Attendance

State

District

State

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent Percent
Elementary Schools 95.7 95.6 95.2
Middle/Jr. High Schools 93.6 93.9 93.7
High Schools 90.8 90.6 90.9
Combination Schools 94.6 94.2 93.5
All Schools 93.9 93.8 93.7
Elementary Schools 95.2 95.5 95.1
Middle/Jr. High Schools 92.8 93.4 93.1
High Schools 90.9 91.5 91.3
Combination Schools 94.1 94.0 93.3
All Schools 93.5 94.0 93.7
Table 2b: Student Dropouts

*

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04

Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent |[Number
Grade 7 0.7 17 0.7 18 ~ ~
Grade 8 0.9 23 1.3 32 ~ ~
Grade 9 6.5 190 6.0 183 ~ ~
Grade 10 6.5 168 7.0 183 ~ ~
Grade 11 5.0 107 4.7 109 ~ ~
Grade 12 5.2 107 5.6 118 ~ ~
Grades9- 12 59 572 5.9 593 ~ ~
Grade 7 2.1 1,309 22| 1,333 ~ ~
Grade 8 2.9 1,703 3.2 1,898 ~ ~
Grade 9 10.3] 7,181 9.5/ 6,572 ~ ~
Grade 10 9.6/ 5,572 8.9 5,073 ~ ~
Grade 11 8.5 4,185 8.1 3,943 ~ ~
Grade 12 8.8| 3,985 7.4 3411 ~ ~
Grades9- 12 9.4 20,923 8.6 18,999 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data

* Current year's Student Dropout data was not available a the time of this publication. Previous year's datais displayed as the most recently available data.
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District Indicator Summary Results

Student Participation

Table 2c: Students Suspended and Expelled
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Per cent | Number [ Per cent [Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Percent [Number
Elementary Schools
Suspended (In School) 0.1 26 0.1 17 0.1 9
Suspended (Out of School) 25 420 2.8 483 34| 582
Expelled (In School) 0.0 4 0.0 2 0.0 7
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 2
ddle/Jr. High Schools
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.3 25 0.1 8 0.1 6
Suspended (Out of School) 20.0 1,421 19.1] 1,289 19.8| 1,330
Expelled (In School) 15 104 1.6 107 1.6 105
Expelled (Out of School) 0.6 45 0.5 31 0.6 41
gh Schools
Suspended (In School) 0.7 65 0.2 18 0.1 7
Suspended (Out of School) 16.3| 1,641 13.9] 1,390 14.0] 1,369
Expelled (In School) 1.0 97 0.8 82 0.8 75
Expelled (Out of School) 1.0 103 0.9 86 11 108
Combination Schools
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.5 5
Suspended (Out of School) 4.4 45 4.7 47 7.3 71
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 2 0.1 1 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of Schoal) 0.1 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
| Schools
Suspended (In School) 0.3 116 0.1 42 0.1 27
Suspended (Out of School) 9.9 3,450 9.0l 3,115 9.4/ 3,251
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.6 207 0.6 192 0.5 187
Expelled (Out of School) 0.4 150 0.3 116 0.4 151

~ = Unavailable Data
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Student Participation

District Indicator Summary Results

Table 2c: Students Suspended and Expelled
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [Number
Elementary Schools
Suspended (In School) 3.4/ 12,975 3.6/ 14,134 4.0| 15,757
Suspended (Out of School) 5.1] 19,705 5.0/ 19,639 5.7| 22,612
Expelled (In School) 0.1 190 0.1 350 0.1 352
Expelled (Out of School) 0.1 214 0.1 228 0.1 287
Middle/Jr. High Schools
Suspended (In School) 16.4| 21,735 15.7| 22,378 18.1| 25,415
Suspended (Out of School) 19.4| 25,751 16.5| 23,542 16.6| 23,350
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.6 756 0.6| 918 1.0/ 1,362
Expelled (Out of School) 1.1] 1,482 0.8 1,151 1.0l 1,370
High Schools
Suspended (In School) 11.8| 27,296 12.3| 26,567 14.3| 29,213
Suspended (Out of School) 14.9| 34,314 13.5| 29,224 12.9| 26,389
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 701 0.4/ 810 0.5 1,060
Expelled (Out of School) 0.8] 1,797 0.6] 1,317 0.6 1,207
Combination Schools
Suspended (In School) 3.9 1,712 5.3 2,173 4.9 2,274
Suspended (Out of School) 7.3 3,185 8.0 3,238 8.6/ 4,029
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 133 0.1 50 0.1 32
Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 128 0.4 156 0.5 232
All Schools
Suspended (In School) 8.1 63,578 8.3 65,115 9.3| 72,473
Suspended (Out of School) 10.5| 82,290 9.6| 74,907 9.7| 75,601
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 1,779 0.3] 2,127 0.4/ 2,805
Expelled (Out of Schoal) 0.5 3,601 0.4, 2,839 0.4/ 3,089

~ = Unavailable Data
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Percent [Number
Grade 02
Students Assessed 2,213 2,332 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 14.3 316 13.2 307 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 40.8 904 35.8 834 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 44.9 993 51.1] 1,191 ~ ~
Grade 03
Students Assessed 2,279 2,282 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 25.1 571 13.6 310 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 34.0 774 35.1 800 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 41.0 934 51.4| 1,172 ~ ~
State
Grade 02
Students Assessed 54,246 54,108 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 23.5| 12,737 22.3| 12,038 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 41.4| 22,460 37.7| 20,393 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 35.1] 19,049 40.1] 21,677 ~ ~
Grade 03
Students Assessed 53,469 54,201 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Leve 30.3| 16,185 24.5| 13,274 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Leve 37.1/ 19,815 37.9| 20,553 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 32.7| 17,469 37.6| 20,374 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number
Grade 4 English Language Arts
Advanced 1.9 47 2.6 65 1.7 43
Proficient 19.6| 482 18.2| 450 21.3] 530
Basic 47.4] 1,162 49.8| 1,233 52.3| 1,302
Approaching Basic 20.2 495 20.3 503 17.4 434
Unsatisfactory 10.9 267 9.1 224 7.2 180
Grade 4 Mathematics
Advanced 1.9 46 1.7 41 1.6 40
Proficient 10.8| 266 10.9] 270 15.00 373
Basic 43.5| 1,067 46.1| 1,142 50.4| 1,253
Approaching Basic 24.1 592 24.0 595 21.4 533
Unsatisfactory 19.6 481 17.3 427 11.6 289
Grade 4 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 1.1 28 25 61
Proficient N/A N/A 135 334 16.2| 402
Basic N/A N/A 49.8| 1,232 47.0, 1,169
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 27.5 681 279 693
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 8.0 198 6.6 163
Grade 4 Social Studies
Advanced N/A N/A 1.1 26 1.6 40
Proficient N/A N/A 12.8| 316 14.7 367
Basic N/A N/A 53.2| 1,316 56.2] 1,399
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 19.9 491 17.9 446
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 13.1 324 9.5 237
Grade 8 English Language Arts
Advanced 1.0 25 0.9 21 0.7 17
Proficient 12.1] 303 16.2 381 13.9] 323
Basic 36.0 901 48.3| 1,140 45.4| 1,052
Approaching Basic 37.9 949 27.7 654 32.1 744
Unsatisfactory 12.9 324 6.9 163 7.8 181

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number
Grade 8 Mathematics
Advanced 1.8 45 3.6 85 4.4 101
Proficient 6.4 159 7.3 171 6.5 151
Basic 42.0] 1,049 50.0 1,180 49.3] 1,142
Approaching Basic 21.6 541 19.2 453 20.7 480
Unsatisfactory 28.2| 706 19.9] 469 19.1] 442
Grade 8 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 0.8 20 0.8 18
Proficient N/A N/A 18.7 440 16.4 380
Basic N/A N/A 38.6/ 910 416/ 963
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.4 599 25.8 597
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 16.5 388 15.4 357
Grade 8 Social Studies
Advanced N/A N/A 0.6 13 0.8 19
Proficient N/A N/A 12.4] 292 12.2| 282
Basic N/A N/A 48.7| 1,148 46.6] 1,080
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 215 507 25.0 580
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 16.8 397 15.3 355

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.

Calcasieu Parish, p. 1-13



District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Percent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number | Per cent | Number
Grade 4 English Language Arts
Advanced 14 797 1.8/ 1,002 1.1 672
Proficient 14.7) 8,451 14.4) 8,114 14.3] 8,946
Basic 39.0| 22,376 39.4| 22,230 44.1| 27,538
Approaching Basic 24.1| 13,845 24.8| 13,993 24.1| 15,066
Unsatisfactory 20.7/ 11,872 19.7/ 11,111 16.4| 10,230
Grade 4 Mathematics
Advanced 1.7 1,003 1.6 884 1.7 1,048
Proficient 7.8 4,473 10.0] 5,631 10.8] 6,753
Basic 31.7| 18,157 37.2| 20,980 40.8| 25,497
Approaching Basic 24.0] 13,755 23.0/ 12,981 23.4] 14,612
Unsatisfactory 34.8| 19,931 28.3| 15,960 23.3| 14,515
Grade 4 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 1.1 638 1.9 1,205
Proficient N/A N/A 10.9] 6,156 11.4) 7,112
Basic N/A N/A 39.6| 22,330 37.6| 23,485
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 30.1| 16,990 33.9] 21,148
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 18.2| 10,288 15.2| 9,476
Grade 4 Social Studies
Advanced N/A N/A 0.9 495 1.2 724
Proficient N/A N/A 10.1] 5,702 10.3] 6,432
Basic N/A N/A 42.2| 23,775 44.0] 27,458
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.0/ 12,986 23.4| 14,634
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 23.8| 13,426 21.1] 13,188
Grade 8 English Language Arts
Advanced 1.1 577 1.2 615 0.6 326
Proficient 11.2| 6,035 14.1] 7,512 13.5| 7,138
Basic 31.5| 17,005 38.9| 20,777 37.6| 19,837
Approaching Basic 35.9| 19,358 33.1| 17,652 34.4| 18,133
Unsatisfactory 20.3| 10,928 12.8| 6,829 13.9] 7,314

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3b: LEAP 21 Test Results
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
State Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number [ Per cent | Number
Grade 8 Mathematics
Advanced 1.3 713 2.6| 1,370 2.6| 1,390
Proficient 4.4 2,359 4.8 2,575 45 2,396
Basic 33.3/ 17,927 38.8| 20,718 43.0| 22,717
Approaching Basic 21.3] 11,498 21.5/ 11,478 22.3/ 11,771
Unsatisfactory 39.7| 21,360 32.2| 17,193 27.5] 14,543
Grade 8 Science
Advanced N/A N/A 0.6 309 0.7/ 381
Proficient N/A N/A 14.6| 7,766 13.8] 7,211
Basic N/A N/A 30.5| 16,274 35.2| 18,473
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 27.7| 14,769 27.2| 14,249
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 26.6| 14,176 23.1] 12,094
Grade 8 Social Studies
Advanced N/A|  N/A 0.6 293 09| 475
Proficient N/A N/A 10.1] 5,360 11.9] 6,248
Basic N/A N/A|  40.9| 21,809 40.8| 21,388
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.7| 12,625 24.0] 12,558
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 24.7| 13,179 22.4| 11,713

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3c: Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results
Percent and Number of Students Passing
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number
English Language Arts 89| 2,044 84| 1,945 N/A N/A
Mathematics 77| 1,762 77| 1,774 N/A N/A
Written Composition 96| 2,127 96| 2,108 N/A N/A
Science 88| 1,718 86| 1,758 85| 1,676
Social Studies 92| 1,811 90| 1,839 91| 1,807
State
English Language Arts 85] 39,311 81| 37,488 N/A N/A
Mathematics 74| 33,871 74 | 34,208 N/A N/A
Written Composition 93] 41,421 93 | 41,689 N/A N/A
Science 80 | 33,056 81 | 33,016 81 | 32,854
Social Studies 88 | 36,496 87 | 35,215 89 | 36,146

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: As of Spring 2001, English Language Arts, Mathematics, and Written Composition components of the GEE are no longer administered to first time
test takers.
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District Indicator Summary Results

Student Achievement

Table 3d: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results
Percent and Number of Students By Achievement Levels
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent [Number | Percent [Number
English Language Arts
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.9 19
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.5 305
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.1| 1,056
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 19.9 419
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.7 309
M athematics
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 6.2 131
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.9 314
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 37.2 783
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 16.2 341
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.5 538
State
English Language Arts
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.8 345
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 12.1] 5,561
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 42.7] 19,622
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 22.9| 10,502
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 21.6] 9,903
M athematics
Advanced N/A|  N/A|  N/A|  N/A 4.5/ 2,068
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 13.4| 6,151
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 32.7/ 15,001
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.8] 6,803
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 34.5| 15,834

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3e: The lowa Test Results
Percent of Students by National Quartiles* and Percentile Rank of Average Standard Scores
District 1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Grade 03
Fourth Quartile 20.2 26.4 26.1
Third Quartile 35.7 34.3 33.9
Second Quartile 30.6 29.6 29.5
First Quartile 13.5 9.6 10.5
Per centile Rank 55 59 58
Grade 05
Fourth Quartile 22.1 26.5 24.4
Third Quartile 32.1 36.2 35.9
Second Quartile 32.6 28.0 30.3
First Quartile 13.1 9.3 9.4
Per centile Rank 55 59 58
Grade 06
Fourth Quartile 20.7 21.3 22.7
Third Quartile 29.2 32.6 32.6
Second Quartile 315 32.0 31.6
First Quartile 18.6 14.1 13.0
Per centile Rank 52 55 55
Grade 07
Fourth Quartile 20.3 225 22.1
Third Quartile 30.7 32.0 32.8
Second Quartile 33.3 29.2 29.5
First Quartile 15.8 16.3 15.6
Per centile Rank 52 54 54
Grade 09
Fourth Quartile 20.7 21.3 23.5
Third Quartile 29.6 31.6 35.1
Second Quartile 30.4 29.1 28.4
First Quartile 19.3 18.0 13.1
Per centile Rank 50 52 56

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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District Indicator Summary Results
Student Achievement

Table 3e: The lowa Test Results
Percent of Students by National Quartiles* and Percentile Rank of Average Standard Scores

State 1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Grade 03
Fourth Quartile 16.5 19.1 20.7
Third Quartile 25.8 25.4 26.1
Second Quartile 29.1 31.0 30.9
First Quartile 28.6 24.4 22.2
Per centile Rank 45 47 50
Grade 05
Fourth Quartile 16.2 17.6 20.7
Third Quartile 23.4 255 29.4
Second Quartile 30.8 317 33.6
First Quartile 29.6 25.2 16.3
Per centile Rank 44 46 52
Grade 06
Fourth Quartile 15.9 18.3 18.7
Third Quartile 24.6 24.8 25.8
Second Quartile 31.4 32.3 32.9
First Quartile 28.1 24.7 22.6
Per centile Rank 45 47 48
Grade 07
Fourth Quartile 15.2 17.0 18.0
Third Quartile 24.1 26.1 25.6
Second Quartile 31.4 30.0 30.3
First Quartile 29.4 26.8 26.1
Per centile Rank 44 46 47
Grade 09
Fourth Quartile 16.5 17.3 20.1
Third Quartile 24.8 26.2 29.1
Second Quartile 29.5 29.4 30.5
First Quartile 29.2 27.1 20.2
Per centile Rank 44 46 50

~ = Unavailable Data

* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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District Indicator Summary Results
College Readiness
Table 4a. American College Test (ACT) Results

District 1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
\ACT Average Composite Score 20.1 19.7 20.0
State
\ACT Average Composite Score 19.6 19.6 19.6
Table 4b: First-Time College Freshmen Performance
2
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number
Number of High School Graduates* 1,837 1,849 ~
HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 48.1 884 41.3 764 ~ ~
First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 33.5 296 26.8 205 ~ ~
State
Number of High School Graduates® 38,360 38,038 ~
HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 42.7| 16,382 42.2| 16,055 ~ ~
First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 45.6| 7,472 41.7| 6,691 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data
! Represents diploma graduates from the previous school year.

2 Current year's First-time Freshmen data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's data is displayed as the most recently available data.
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Student Retention

Socially promoting failing children to the next grade is a practice that has
been costly to children, families, educational institutions and future
employers. Schools ultimatdy fail students by allowing them to move
successfully through each grade, eventually graduating with skills too
meager to qualify for good jobs. Approximately half of the nation's
major urban school districts currently are in the process of ending social
promotion (USA Today, 1999). One of the strategies being employed to
end social promotion is student retention with the intent to remediate.
Louisiana is proactively retaining students who are failing in their grade
and not acquiring the academic skills necessary for future success. This
retention is the outcome of the state's larger accountability and high
stakes testing system, which seeks to remediate failing students in the
hopes of future promotion. Student Retention is an issue of debate, for
many states weighed heavily against the negative backdrop of social
promotion. The importance of student retention as an indicator of
educational fitness is essential and is included in the DCR for the first
time.

Data Presentation

Table 5a presents three years of grade retention data for students enrolled
in the district’s public schools from 1998-99 to 2000-01. The following
explains the methodology used to derive the reported retention rates.

M ethod of Calculation

e What data were used for the study?

This study used five years of data drawn from the Student
Information System (SIS) from 1996-97 to 2000-2001. Two
consecutive years of SIS data were used to obtain each year's
retention results: for example, the 1997-98 retention results were
obtained by linking the previous school year of 1996-97 with the
school year of 1997-98 SIS data.

Whowasincluded in the study?

The total number of students included in this study reflects K-12
students who were enrolled in Louisiana public schools for at least
one day in both schoal years or who had graduated from high school
in the previous school year.

*  Who was excluded from the study?

Students enrolled in grades other than K-12, such as preschoolers,
infants, and nongraded students were excluded from this study.
Students enrolled in Louisiana public schools in the previous schoal
year only were also excluded. These included students who had
enrolled in the previous school year, then transferred out-of-state, |eft
Louisiana public schoals to attend private school or home school, or
dropped out during the previous school year. Because of these
exclusions, the total number of students included in this study may be
less than the total student enrollment.

e How was grade retention defined?

In this study, grade-leve retention was defined as students repeating
a grade from one year to the next. Student grade placement in the
previous school year was compared with the grade placement in the
reporting school year. If a student had the same grade placement in
both years, the student was determined as retained: for example, if a
student was shown as a 7" grader in both 1996-97 and 1997-98, this
student would be identified as retained and, therefore, included in the
number of students retained for 1997-98.

Data Sources

The Student Retention indicator used data from the Louisiana
Department of Education’s Sudent Information System (S1S).
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Formula Used to Calculate Per cent of Students Retained the total number of students included in the retention study (total
enrollment per grade), and then multiplying by 100. Two consecutive

The retention rate was calculated per grade. The retention rate was years of SIS data were used to obtain each retention rate.

calculate by dividing the total number of students retained (per grade) by

For mula Used to Calculate Student Retention Rate

Total Number of Students Retained (per grade) X 100
Total Enrollment per grade
(For all schoolsin the Digtrict)

Sudent Retention Rate =
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District Indicator Summary Results
New District Indicator

Table 5a: Student Retention
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District Per cent|Number | Percent | Number | Per cent [ Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [Number
Grade K 8.7 222 9.6/ 239 94| 242
Grade 1 10.6| 269 11.8| 304 11.6| 303
Grade 2 4.9 120 5.9 137 4.1 98
Grade 3 2.9 68 4.6 109 4.1 97
Grade 4 3.3 75 4.9 112 7.9 194
Grade5 23 53 2.2 47 2.2 51
Grade 6 6.4 153 75 174 6.2 147
Grade7 5.4 138 6.9 158 6.4 152
Grade 8 27 65 37 87 9.8 230
Grade 9 10.7 272 11.0 270 13.00 329
Grade 10 7.4 160 5.7 125 6.0 132
Grade 11 2.0 38 3.0 57 2.6 53
Grade 12 3.3 60 2.2 41 3.2 57
Grades K-12 5.6 1,693 6.3 1,860 6.9 2,085
State
Grade K 8.6/ 5,039 9.1 5,212 9.6/ 5,286
Grade 1 11.3| 6,967 12.6| 7,673 13.2| 7,981
Grade 2 6.1 3,518 6.5| 3,724 6.7 3,810
Grade 3 4.9 2,777 5.8 3,287 7.1 3,998
Grade 4 5.0 2,790 5.4/ 3,005 17.1] 9,511
Grade5 4.5 2,477 4.6 2,469 5.5 2,983
Grade 6 7.3 4,233 8.2 4,543 9.1 5,070
Grade7 10.1] 5,961 10.9| 6,280 12.3| 6,923
Grade 8 6.4/ 3,402 6.1 3,280 20.7| 10,856
Grade 9 16.9] 9,933 15.7| 9,026 15.3| 8,719
Grade 10 9.9 4,879 9.7 4,649 9.2 4,345
Grade 11 5.7| 2,342 6.2 2,574 6.0 2,437
Grade 12 4.6 1,826 4.1 1,639 4.6 1,821
Grades K-12 8.0 56,144 8.3/ 57,361 10.7| 73,740

~ = Unavailable Data
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Parish Socioeconomic And Demographic Profile

The socioeconomic and demographic composition of the parish may shed
light on household situations and thus the educational system of a school
district. Issues such as income, poverty rate, single parent households,
and teen pregnancy affect family function, which is strongly linked to
achievement. This section examines state- and national-level information
for each parish’s socioeconomic and demographic indicator presented.

Definitions

» Population by Race is divided into three major groups: white, black,
and “other.” The“other” category consists of Native Americans and
Asian/Pacific Islanders. It should be noted that, according to the
1990 Bureau of Census data, Hispanic origin can be viewed as the
ancestry, nationality group, lineage, or country of birth of the person
or the person’'s parents or ancestors before their arrival in the United
States. Persons of Hispanic origin may be of any race and are,
therefore, included in the categories of white, black, and “ other.”

e Population

In Census 2000, people were counted at their "usual residence’, a
principle followed in each census since 1790. Usual residence has
been defined as the place where the person lives and slegps most of
thetime. This placeis hot necessarily the same as the person's voting
residence or legal residence. Noncitizens who areliving in the United
States are included, regardless of their immigration status. Persons
temporarily away from their usual residence, such as on vacation or
on a business trip on Census Day, were counted at their usual
residence. People who live at more than one residence during the
week, month, or year were counted at the place where they live most
of the year. People without a usual residence, however, were counted
where they were staying on Census Day.

Population-Scope and Methodol ogy:

Place of residence was derived from answers to questions that
were asked of all people in Census 2000. Population percent
change, 1990 to 2000, is derived by dividing the difference
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between the population in 2000 and 1990 by the 1990
population.

Education Attainment is divided into three levels:

1. Less than high school degree persons of compulsory school
attendance age or above who are not enrolled in school and are
not high school graduates.

2. High school degree: persons whose highest degree is a high
school diploma or its equivalent and those who have attempted
some college or have received an associate degree. Persons who
completed the twelfth grade but did not receive a diploma are not
included.

3. Bachdor's degree or higher: persons who have received a
college, university, or professional degree.

Student Participation in Free and Reduced Lunch Program

In educational research, the percentage of students participating in
the federally-subsidized Free and Reduced-Priced Lunch Program is
used as an indicator of family economic condition. The bar graph
shows the percentage of Louisiana public school student body who
participated in the Free or Reduced Lunch Program for the parish as
well as the state. Data is taken from the Student Information System
(S1S).

These following data are supplied by the 1990 Bureau of the
Census.

Median Household I ncome is the sum of money income received in
the previous calendar year by all household members 15 years old
and over, including household members not related to the
householder, people living aone, and others in nonfamily
households. The median household income reported here was
produced through statistical moddling. This data supports a 1997
mode-based estimate and was supplied by the 2000 Bureau of the
Census.

Persons and Children Living Below Poverty

Families and persons are classified as bdow poverty leve if their
total family income or unrdated individual income was less than the



poverty threshold specified for the applicable family size, age of
householder, and number of related children under 18 present (see
table bdow for poverty leve thresholds). The state and county
estimates here were produced through statistical moddling.  Poverty
status is determined for all families (and, by implication, all family
members). For persons not in families, poverty status is determined
by their income in relation to the appropriate poverty threshold.
Thus, two unrdated individuals living together may not have the
same poverty status. The poverty thresholds are updated every year
to reflect changes in the Consumer Price Index. See source for more
details or see Poverty Definition, Thresholds, and Guiddines at
http://www.census.gov/hhes’'www/poverty.html. See
http://www.census.gov/hhes/poverty/threshld/thresh97.html for
Poverty Thresholds in 1997, by Size of Family and Number of
Related Children Under 18 Years.

Poverty Estimates-Scope and Methodol ogy:

The estimates of poverty presented here originate from the Small
Area Income and Poverty Estimates Program at the Census
Bureau. The main objective of this program is to provide updated
income and poverty dstatistics that are needed in the
administration of federal programs and in the allocation of
federal funds to local jurisdictions.  The program currently
makes estimates for the following key dtatistics: median
household income, number of people below the poverty levd,
number of children under age 5 bdow the poverty leve (for
states only), number of related children ages 5 to 17 years in
families below the poverty leve, and humber of people under age
18 years below the poverty level. The estimates are not direct
counts from enumerations or administrative records, or direct
estimates from sample surveys. Currently available data from

these sources are not adequate to provide postcensal estimates
for all counties. Instead, the estimates are based on modeed
relations between current income and poverty levels and income
tax and program data available for counties and states for years
following the decennial census. The estimates are produced by
combining results from the Census Bureau's March Current
Population Survey with aggregate data from federal individual
income tax records, food stamps program participants statistics
population estimates, and 1990 census figures. Tabulations for
1993 mark the first time the Census Bureau has issued county-
level income and poverty estimates in noncensus years.

Teen Birth Rate is the total nhumber of pregnant women under the
age of 19 divided by the total number of pregnant women. These
data are supplied by the Louisiana Department of Health and
Hospitals.

Female Parent Household Rate is the number of single parent
households (defined as a “ female householder with no husband, with
or without her own children under the age of 18”) divided by the total
number of households. These data are supplied by the 2000 Bureau
of the Census.

Unemployment Rate is the total number of persons not working,
who are available and seeking work, regardiess of age, as a
percentage of the civilian labor force. This information is considered
the official unemployment rate and is typically cited in comparisons.
These data are supplied by the Department of Labor and reported in
the 2000 Bureau of the Census Data.
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Calcasieu Parish Socioeconomic and Demographic Overview

As each schoaol district works toward its educational vision and goals, social and economic factors within the parish may directly or indirectly affect the
educational experience of students. An overview of the relevant demographic and socioeconomic profile of each parish places the education indicator data
presented in this report in the proper context. These data provide a socioeconomic and demographic profile of the parish as a whole, not the public school
digtrict. In preparing this section, every effort was made to obtain the most recent data available for each indicator.

Population by Race

Parish
Race Parish
Number Percent
White 135,107 73.6%
Black 44,025] 24.0%
Other 4,445 2.3%
Total 183,577 99.9%

Population by Race
State and Nation

Population Change During the Past
Decade (1990-2000)

Educational Attainment at State and
National Levels

59.1%

5840,
ST4Y0

24.4%

21.4% 19.5%

State Nation
Race Nation
Number Percent Number Percent State
White 2,856,161] 63.9%| 211,460,626] 75.1% Parish Less Than High  High School  Bachelor's or
Black 1,451,944 32.5%| 34,658,190 12.3% School Higher
Other 160,871 3.6%| 35,303,090 12.5% ® Parish ® State ® Nation ‘
Total 4,468,976] 100.0%| 281,421,906] 99.9%
Source: US Census Bureau, Census 2000. Sources. U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000. Source: US Census Current Population Report, March 1998.
Income and Poverty
Student Participation in the Federal Free Parish State Nation Unemployment Rate
or Reduced Lunch Program i 5.0%
Median Household $34,175| $30,466| $37,005
58-4% Income
Persons Below 14.1%|  184%| 13.3%
Poverty
44.1% i
Children Below 20.0%|  26.0%|  19.9%
Poverty

Parish State

Source: US Census Bureau, Census 2000.

Teenage Birth and Single Motherhood

Householders (2)

Source: Student Information System (SIS), October 1, 2000 Count
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Parish State Nation
Teenage Birth 0 0 0
Rate (1) 18.6% 17.5% 12.2%
Female
14.7% 16.60% 12.20%

1. Source: Louisiana State Center for Health Statistics, 1999.
2. Source: U.S. Census Bureau, Census 2000.

4.5%
4.0%

Parish State Nation

Source: University of Louisiana at Monroe, Center for Business and
Economic Research, 2000




District Financial Profile

Financial information broadens the understanding of how public school
districts function and provides additional context for the interpretation of
educational indicators. The two major components of the financial
information are revenues and expenditures.

Definitions

* Revenues: Governmental funds appropriated for public education.

Revenues are received from four main sources:

1. Local: monies collected directly by a district through taxes (ad
valorem, sales, and use taxes), bonds, revenues from other local
government units, tuition, transportation fees, earnings of
investments, food service, and community service.

2. State monies received from the state government through
Louisiana’'s Minimum Foundation Program (MFP) formula,
grants-in-aid, and specific programs such as the Early Childhood
Program.

3. Federal: monies received from the federal government through a
variety of programs such as Title I, Impact Aid Fund, Reserve
Officer Training Corps Program (ROTC), Headstart Programs,
School Food Service, Adult Basic Education, and Special
Education.

4, Didtrict revenues per pupil: total revenues divided by the
adjusted October 1 funded student membership.

e Expenditures. Charges incurred, whether paid or unpaid, which
benefit the current fiscal year. Total expenditures include the
following categories:*

*Oper ation Definitions supporting “ District Expenditures Per Pupil”

1. Instructional expenditures: monies spent for classroom
instruction, pupil support, and instructional staff support.

2. Nonrinstructional expenditures:  monies spent for school
administration, business services, operations and maintenance,
transportation, food services, enterprises, and community
services.

3. Facility acquisition and construction services: monies spent for
activities concerned with acquiring land and buildings,
remodding buildings, constructing buildings and additions to
buildings, initially installing or extending service systems and
other built-in equipment, and improving sites.

4. Didtrict expenditures per pupil*: current expenditures minus
debt service divided by the adjusted October 1 funded
membership (See footnote for further explanation.)

An additional item frequently of interest to the public is average salary
of full-time teachers. Average salary calculations include full-time
classroom teachers and librarians; special education teachers, aides,
guidance counsdors, and part-time teachers are not included. This
information is different from average salary of full-time teachers, which
isan average of all teachers' salariesin the district.

Note Some districts financial data may be adjusted after the
publication of this report because of audits. The financial information
in this section is based on the December 1, 2000, figures provided by
the Office of Management and Finance, LDE.

Current Expenditures = Total expenditures minus equipment, facilities acquisitions and construction services costs, and debt service costs.

Debt Services = Servicing the debt of the LEA, including payments of both principal and interest.

Debt service and other long-term obligations are not included in expenditure figures because these monies provide services during multiple years and should not be attributed to only one year.
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Calcasieu Parish Financial Profile

District Revenue by Source

1997-98 1998-99 1999-00
% of % of % of

Revenue District State District State District State
Source Amount Total Average % Amount Total Average % Amount Total Average %
Local $94,346,667 | 48.7% 37.6% $90,809,477 | 46.7% 37.4% $94,301,534 | 48.3% 39.0%
State $83,255,845 | 43.0% 51.0% $86,352,231 | 44.4% 50.9% $82,723,002 | 42.4% 49.3%
Federal $16,058,155 8.3% 11.4% $17,314,252 8.9% 11.6% $18,224,816 9.3% 11.7%
Total $193,660,667 | 100.0% 100.0% | $194,475,960 | 100.0% 100.0% | $195,249,352 | 100.0% 100.0%

Adjusted October 1 Student Membership

1997-98 1998-99 1999-00 Expenditures Per Pupil
33,565 33,080 32,446

Revenues Per Pupil

1997-98 | 1998-99 [ 1999-00
District Average| $5,770 | $5,879 $6,018
State Average $5,818 | $6,171 $6,489

T.ea.ch er Salaries 1997-98 1998-99 1999-00
District Average | State Average
Year Salary Salary E District B State
1997-98 $30,619 $31,131
1998-99 $31,553 $32,384
1999-00 $31,685 $33,109

Notes:

1. District financial data may be adjusted as a result of audits conducted by the Louisiana Department of Education.
2. Percentages may not total to 100% due to rounding.

3. Revenue per pupil and operating expenditures per pupil are based on adjusted October 1 funded student membership.
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School Characteristics and Accountability Information Overview

This section focuses on school accountability results as well as on key
educational “input” indicators and resources available at the school
level. There are three parts in this section. The first part presents
specific accountability information such as the School Performance
Score for each year, the School Performance and Growth Labels for the
current accountability cycle, the two-year Growth Target, Corrective
Actions status, and the pairing and sharing arrangements amongst
schools. Additional information identifying the school type, school
grade structure, membership figures, and the number of faculty are also
included. The accountability results are preceded by a thorough
discussion of the Louisiana’ s accountability system and its components.

The second part of this section illustrates the academic preparation of
the faculty within each school. As detailed in later pages, this
information, derived from educational attainment levels, is presented as
acount of faculty members who possess a master’s degree or higher.

The third part of this section presents information on the school class
sizes. This information is organized into three class size ranges with
number and percent of classesin each range provided.

References

Franklin, B.J. and Glascock, C.H. (1994, November). School configuration: Which
configuration is best? Paper presented at the annua meeting of the Mid-South
Educational Research Association, Nashville, Tenn.

Louisiana Department of Education, Louisiana Handbook for School Administrators
(Bulletin 741), Baton Rouge, La.

LDE researchers have explored the relationship between
school configuration and indicators related to student
participation and testing. Middle school students perform
significantly lower in grades 6 and 7 for all indicators
than grades 6 and 7 students in elementary or combination
(K-12) schools (Franklin and Glascock, 1994).
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School Characteristics and Accountability | nfor mation

School Definition

To interpret school-level data correctly in its proper context, one must have a
clear understanding of the definition of a school. For purposes of this report,
the following definition applies.

School—an institution that provides preschool, elementary, and/or secondary
instruction; has one or more grade groupings or is ungraded; has one or more
teachers to give instruction or care; is located in one or more buildings; and
has an assigned administrator(s). (LDE and the National Center for
Educational Statistics, NCES)

School Categorization

As mentioned in the Introduction Section, in order to facilitate an equitable
comparison of school performance results, this report categorizes the
Louisiana public schools into the following four types based on their grade
level composition:

» Elementary—any school whose grade structure falls within the PK-8
range that excludes gradesin the 9-12 range, and which does not fit the
definition for middle/junior high.

e Middle/Junior high—any school whose grade structure falls within the
4-9 range, which includes grades 7 or 8, and which excludes grades in
the PK-3 and 10-12 ranges.

* High—any school whose grade structure falls within the 6-12 range
and includes grades in the 10-12 range, or any school that contains
only grade 9.

e Combination—any school whose grade structure fals within the PK-
12 range and that is not described by any of the above definitions.
These schools generaly contain some grades in the K-6 range and
some grades in the 9-12 range. Examples would include grade
structures such as K-12; K-3, 9-12; and 4-6, 9-12. Nongraded schools
(schools with no grade structure) are also considered combination
schooals.

The school, district and state results, for the following indicators, have been
organized and are presented by the four types of school categories:
» ClassSize
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» Attendance
» Suspensions and Expulsions

School Accountability System

The Louisiana School Accountability System went into effect in the fall of
1999 with two implementation phases for the public schools. Schools
containing grade levels kindergarten through eighth (K-8) entered into the
accountability system which began in the fall of 1999. Schools with grades 9-
12 (or what is better known as the high school grades) entered the
accountability systemin thefall of 2001.

The Louisiana School Accountability System is based on a two-year
accountability cycle. There are five accountability cycles within a 10-year
timeframe at which time schools must achieve the State’'s 10-year SPS goal

of 100.
Accountability School Y ear sfor K-8 Schools

Cyclel

Cyclelll

CycleV

Start
|__1998-1999

Stop
2000-2001

Cyclell

Start
2002-2003

Stop
2004-2005

Start
2006-2007

CyclelV

Stop
2008-2009

Start
2000-2001

2002-2003

Stop

Start
2004-2005

Stop
2006-2007

Accountability School Yearsfor 9-12 and K-12 School's

Cyclel

Cyclelll

CycleV

Sart
|__2000-2001

Stop
2002-2003

Start
2004-2005

Cyclell

Stop
2006-2007

Start
2008-2009

CyclelV

Stop
2010-2011

Start
2002-2003

Stop
2004-2005

Start
2006-2007

Stop
2008-2009

As part of the accountability system, each school annually receives a School
Performance Score (SPS) which indicates how well its students are
performing. Specifically, each school’s effectiveness and progress are
measured, based on results from statewide testing programs (LEAP 21/GEE
21 and The lowa Tests), school attendance, and the dropout data. During



each cycle, every school receives (1) a Performance Label describing its
performance relative to state goals, (2) a Growth Target, which identifies
how much the school has to grow in order to stay on track for meeting the
State’s 10-year goal, (3) a Growth SPS, which is calculated at the end of a
cycle and is compared to the Baseline SPS to determine if a school has
achieved its Growth Target for that cycle, and (4) a Growth Label describing
the level of growth achieved by the school.

SPS Components

The SPS for each school is calculated as a weighted composite index, using
60% weight for the LEAP 21 and/or GEE 21 tests, 30% weight for The lowa
Tests, and atotal of 10% weight for the attendance and dropout results.

SPS Indicatorswith Corresponding Weighting Factors

Attendance
5%
Dropouts
5%

LEAP 21/GEE 21
60%

Thelowa Tests
30%

A school must have both types of test data (at least one grade of
LEAP21/GEE21 and one grade of The lowa Tests) to receive an SPS. A
school that does not meet this requirement must be “paired” or “shared” with
another school in the district. If a school is “paired” or “shared” at the
beginning of acycle, it must be paired/shared at the end of acycle.

If a school is lacking grade level test results from either the criterion-
referenced test (CRT) or norm-referenced test (NRT), but not both, or is
lacking too few test units, it must “share” with another school that has at |east
one grade level of that particular test. In this case, the shared test results (one

grade only) from the second school will be used in formulating the SPS for
the first school. Each school will have a unique and separate SPS.

When a school has no test data a all or has an insufficient number of
students taking both the tests, it will then be “paired” with another school.
Pairing will mean that in formulating the SPS, all test results, attendance,
and dropout data of the paired schools are combined together. The schools
will essentialy receive the same SPS. The same basic principles apply in
situations where a school doesn't have enough test scores. The determination
of whether a school has too few scores is based on the data for two years of
assessment. A primary difference in the treatment of such a school is that a
school with too few scores can request a waiver of the policy if it wishes to
be scored as a stand-alone school and receive an SPS based on its data alone.

The annually calculated SPS is a strong indicator of school performance.
The maximum upper range for the SPS is between 236.4 and 266.7,
depending on each school’ s grade level s that take The lowa Tests. An SPS of
100 indicates that a school has reached the State’ s 10-year goal, while a score
of 150 indicates achievement of the State's 20-year goal. Once the SPS for
each accountability school is calculated, a two-year Growth Target is set,
defining the minimum expected growth that a school must achieve in order to
be on track for meeting the State’ s 10-year goal.

Definitions
A description of each data element to be used in the following sectionis
provided below:

» Grade structure refersto the various educational grade levelsthat a
school contains and for which instruction is provided (i.e. K-8, or
Kindergarten through Grade 8).

» School Typeisthe classification of schools into one of the following four
categories of schools. The categories are el ementary, middie/junior high,
high, or combination schools.

*  October 1 Membership isthe total number of studentsenrolledin a
school on October 1 of the current school year.
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*  Number of Faculty isthe total number of school-based instructional
personnel employed at a school.

» Paired/Shared Satusis a message indicating if the school is paired with
another school for data purposes or sharing data with/from another
school.

» Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) is the primary measure of a
school’ s overall performance. It isthelevel of school performance
against which progress is measured; the baseline determines the school’ s
growth target. (See the introduction section for more detail .)

e School Performance Label isthe label that describes a school’s level of
performance based on its SPS. (See the introduction section for more
detail.)

*  Two-year Growth Target isthe amount of progress a school must make
every two years to reach the state 10-year and 20-year goals.

* Growth SPSiscalculated at the end of a cycle and is compared to the
Baseline SPS to determine if a school has achieved its Growth Target for
that cycle.

» Growth Label isthe narrative label that describes the level of growth
achieved by a school and is based on the school’ s successin attaining its
Growth Target.

» Corrective Actions Satus isthe level of Corrective Actions (if any) that
the schooal is currently placed in.

» Reward Eligibility/Recipient is the identification of schools as being
eligible for or awarded monetary rewards for high levels of performance
and growth.

School Performance and Accountability Statusfor (K-8) Schools

K-8 Schools (schools with K-8 grades, i.e., elementary and middle/junior
high schools) have just completed accountability cycle | and are currently in
year one of cycle Il of the accountability cycle. K-8 schools were expected to
meet their first two-year Growth Target in 2001 and these schools received
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their first corresponding Growth Label in fall 2001. Factors such as failure to
meet cycle | Growth Targets and/or failure to make sufficient progress aso
influenced the movement into Corrective Actions status for some K-8
schools. K-8 schools will be expected to meet their second two-year Growth
Target by 2003. Accordingly, K-8 schools will receive new SPS Performance
Labels, Growth Labels, and a new two-year Growth Target in 2003. There
are four accountability cycles remaining between now and the year 2009 for
K-8 schools.

In addition, accountability schools with K-8 grades received a 1998-1999
Baseline SPS and were assigned a Performance Label. Since last year (1999-
2000) was considered an interim year for accountability cycle I, new school
Performance Labels were not given to those K-8 schools. However, K-8
schools received new school Performance Labels and Growth Labels in the
fall of 2001, which marked the closure of cycle | for K-8 schools. The 2000-
2001 Performance Labels and SPS ranges presented below apply to K-8
schools, which completed accountability cycle | in fall 2001.

2000-2001 K -8 School Performance L abel Assignment

School Performance L abel SPS Range
School of Academic Excellence 150.0 or Above
School of Academic Distinction 125.0-149.9
School of Academic Achievement 100.0-124.9

Academically Above the State Average | 79.9-99.9
Academically Below the State Average | 30.1—99.9
Academically Unacceptable School 30 or Below

School Performance and Accountability Statusfor 9-12 and K-12
Schools

9-12 and K-12 schools (schools with grades in the 9-12 and K-12 ranges, i.e.,
high school and combination schools) have just entered the Louisiana School
Accountability System. Although, the K-8 portion of the K-12 schools just



finished cycle | of the accountability system, the K-12 school as a whole
starts a new accountability cycle. For the 9-12 schools however, 2001 marks
the first of their participation in the accountability system. As with K-8
schooals, in the first year of accountability, 9-12 and K-12 schools were given
a 2001 basdline SPS and assigned a baseline Performance Label in 2001.
Therefore, the following 2000-2001 Performance Labels and SPS ranges
presented below apply to 9-12/K-12 schools.

2000-2001 9-12/K-12 School Perfor mance L abel Assignment

School Performance L abel SPS Range
School of Academic Excellence 150.0 or Above
School of Academic Distinction 125.0-149.9
School of Academic Achievement 100.0-124.9

Academically Above the State Average | 75.9 —99.9
Academically Below the State Average | 30.1—-75.8
Academically Unacceptable School 30 or Below

Each 9-12 and K-12 school was also given its first two-year Growth Target
and will be expected to meet this Growth Target by 2003. Factors such as
failure to meet cycle | Growth Targets and/or failure to make sufficient
progress will aso influence the movement into Corrective Actions for some
9-12/K-12 schools. As mentioned, based on the 2001 baseline SPS, each 9-
12/K-12 school was assigned a Performance Labedl. 9-12/K-12 schools will
receive new school Performance Labels and Growth Labels in the fal of
2003, which will mark the closure of cycle | for 9-12/K-12 schools.
Following the accountability model’s design, 9-12/K-12 schools will also
receive a new two-year Growth Target for cycle Il in 2003. There are five
accountability cycles remaining between now and the year 2011 for 9-12/K-
12 schools.

Growth Labels

This year (2001) is the first year that schools in the accountability system
received a Growth Label, as Growth Labels are only given at the closure of

accountability cycles. This year marked the close of accountability cycle | for
K-8 schools. The Growth Labdl is a label that describes the level of growth
achieved by a school and is based on the school’s success in attaining its
Growth Target. Growth Labels were calculated by measuring the growth (or
the difference) between the 1999 baseline SPS and the 2001 SPS. To
determine growth and Growth Label assignment, (for cycle 1) the comparison
SPS used was based on a two subject (English Language Arts and
Mathematics) SPS for 1999 and 2001 only. The Growth Label a school
receives as well as its end of cycle SPS (aso referred to as a Growth SPS)
determines if the school is potentially eligible for monetary rewards. Schools
with a Basdline or Growth SPS greater than 100 will never receive a negative
label (alabel which conveys negative connotations with regard to growth and
performance), and therefore will receive a “no label assigned” designation.
The following Growth Labels were assigned to K-8 and K-12 schools in the
accountability system at the close of cyclel in the fall of 2001.

2000-2001 Growth Labels
Growth Labe

Exemplary Academic Growth

Description of Growth

School exceeding its Growth
Target by 5.0 points or more

Recognized Academic Growth School meeting or exceeding its
Growth Target by fewer than

5.0 points

Minimal Academic Growth School improving some, but not

meeting its Growth Target

School with achange in SPS of
0 to minus (-) 5.0 points

School with a declining SPS of

No Growth

School in Decline

more than minus (-) 5.0 points
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Rewards

The possibility of schools receiving monetary rewards as incentives for
achieving their growth targets and as a tangible reward for achieving and
sustaining growth and academic success has been a part of the accountability
system since its origination. At the writing of this publication, there is an
estimated ten million dollars alocated in the executive budget to be used as
rewards for those schools which have received the “Exemplary Academic
Growth” or the “Recognized Academic Growth” labels and have shown
growth in high poverty subgroups. Reward amounts will be calculated on a
per pupil basis.

Corrective Actions

A school that does not meet or make adequate progress towards its Growth
Target will enter into Corrective Actions. Corrective Actions is a component
of the accountability system, which is intended to help low performing
schools improve. A school that enters Corrective Actions will receive
additional support and assistance, with the expectation that extensive efforts
will be made by students, parent, teachers, principals, administrators, and the
school boards to improve student achievement at the school. There are three
levels of Corrective Actions, named as Corrective Actions I, Il, and Il1.
Movement into and among the different levels of Corrective Actions is
essentially dependent on the school’s SPS, the state average, the amount of
growth and Growth Label achieved, as well as the Growth Target and
previous Corrective Actions level placement. For this reason, only the basic
tenants of Corrective Actions are explained in this document. For a more
detailed description of the rules and regulations which apply to Corrective
Actions, read the Notice of Intent (NOI) which can be found on the
Louisiana Department of Education’ s web site at www.louisianaschool s.net.

Initial Corrective Actions Placement

Schools are placed into Corrective Actions if their SPS is lower than 30,
which classifies the school as an “Academicaly Unacceptable School”.
Schools are dso moved into Corrective Actions if their SPS is less than the
state average and if they do not meet their Growth Target. Schools at or
above the State Average do not enter Corrective Actions | if they show
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minimal growth (0.1). All schools that have a Growth SPS or hew Baseline
SPS greater than or equal to 100 do not enter Corrective Actions.

Movement In Corrective Actions

A school exits Corrective Actions if its SPS is greater than 30 and if the
school meets or exceeds its two-year Growth Target. A school moves into a
more intensive level of Corrective Actions when adequate growth is not
demonstrated during each two-year accountability cycle. A school with a
SPS of 30 or less will move to the next level of Corrective Actions. All
schools that have a Growth SPS or new Baseline SPS greater than or equal to
100 at the end of a cycle exit Corrective Actions.

District Accountability: An Addition to the Accountability System

In an effort to hold districts more accountable for their schools' performance,
it is anticipated that in the spring of 2002 all school districts will be included
in the new District Accountability System. There are 2 parts to the District
Accountability System: 1) a District Responsibility Index and 2) a District
Performance Score. Under this system, a school district will receive a label
based upon a "District Responsibility Index" (DRI). While till under design,
the DRI used will judge a district on its successes with remediation and
improvement of student performances in the high stakes testing arena, the
overal performances of schools within their district; as well as the
preparation, licensure and quality of classroom teachers within their districts.
Under the proposal, districts will receive numerical scores and labels
depending on their performance. They aso will receive a "District
Performance Score " (DPS) which will be an average of the School
Performance Scores in the district.



010001

010002

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
S. P. Arnette Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. Highl Middle/dr. Highl Middle/Jdr. High
October 1 Membership 490 453 429
Number of Faculty 37 35 30
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 80.6 92.6 91.5
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 90.3
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Barbe Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 300 319 317
Number of Faculty 27 28 29
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 73.1 71.1 72.3
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 5
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 6.1
Growth SPS N/A N/A 76.1
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 1
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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010003

010004

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Barbe, Alfred M., High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12,NG 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 1,705 1,648 1,651
Number of Faculty 106 105 102
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 116.1
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 3
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Bell City High School
Grade Structure K-12,NG K-12,NG K-12,NG
School Type Combination Combination Combination
October 1 Membership 568 524 483
Number of Faculty 39 38 39
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 87.7 92.1 92
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 91.5
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average
2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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6 = Academically Unacceptable School




010006

010009

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Brentwood Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5 PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 332 324 397
Number of Faculty 28 29 31
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 62.5 59.9 63.9
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 7.0 N/A 8
Growth SPS N/A N/A 69.0
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 1
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Jessie D. Clifton Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 503 545 528
Number of Faculty 40 39 40
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 66.1 79.9 78.5
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 6.5 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 86.2
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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010011

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
College Oaks Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 418 401 394
Number of Faculty 40 37 39
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 89.6 83.2 82.3
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 80.6
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 6
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 1
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Doretha A. Combre Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 241 229 365
Number of Faculty 20 20 32
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 61.4 68.8 69.7
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 7.3 N/A 7
Growth SPS N/A N/A 72.2
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-10

6 = Academically Unacceptable School




010012

010013

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
T. S. Cooley Elementary M agnet School

Grade Structure K-5 K-5 K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 310 309 299

Number of Faculty 19 19 18

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 126.8 132.3 134.5
School Performance Label * 2 N/A 2
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 138.2
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

DeQuincy Elementary School

Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 710 712 725

Number of Faculty 45 48 47

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 81.8 79.5 83.9
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 87.7
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-11



010014

010015

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
DeQuincy High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12,NG 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 353 370 367
Number of Faculty 35 35 33
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 88.6
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 4
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
DeQuincy Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. High] Middle/Jr. High| Middle/Jr. High
October 1 Membership 335 296 287
Number of Faculty 26 26 24
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 83.4 86.5 90.2
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 91.8
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-12

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2




Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010016  Dolby Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5 K-5 K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 289 291 297
Number of Faculty 29 30 29
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 102.8 107.5 111.1
School Performance Label * 3 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 111.1]
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
010017 RosaFondel Elementary
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5 Closed
School Type Elementary Elementary Closed
October 1 Membership 201 196 Closed
Number of Faculty 20 21 Closed
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone N/A N/A Closed
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 62.3 N/A Closed
School Performance Label * 5 N/A Closed
Growth Target 7.2 N/A Closed
Growth SPS N/A N/A Closed
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A Closed
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A Closed
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Closed
~ = Unavailable Data PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once
every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.

1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-13



010018

010019

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Fairview Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 440 493 507
Number of Faculty 32 35 37
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 89.1 92.3 89.7
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 91.7
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Frasch Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 467 453 458
Number of Faculty 37 37 35
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 106.7 101.4 105
School Performance Label * 3 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 107.3
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 1
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-14

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2




010023

010024

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
W. T. Henning Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 451 483 446
Number of Faculty 34 35 34
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 101.5 108.2 108.3
School Performance Label * 3 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 111.6
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Henry Heights Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 424 387 419
Number of Faculty 31 32 33
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 90.5 99.9 93.7
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 92.2
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average
2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-15



010025

010026

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Houston, Sam, High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12,NG 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 1,112 1,039 1,083
Number of Faculty 65 65 66
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 102.4
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 3
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
lowa High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 542 565 505
Number of Faculty 39 37 37
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 79.8
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 4
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-16

6 = Academically Unacceptable School




010027

010028

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
John L. Johnson |1, Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 346 324 306
Number of Faculty 27 27 25
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 60.0 59.9 66.8
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 7.6 N/A 7.8
Growth SPS N/A N/A 81.0
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
M. J. Kaufman Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 271 301 298
Number of Faculty 20 21 22
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 99.7 102.6 103.4
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 102.8
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 1
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-17



Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010029 John F. Kennedy Elementary School

Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5 PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 277 288 306

Number of Faculty 22 25 25

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 62.5 68.5 69.6
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 7.2 N/A 7.2
Growth SPS N/A N/A 72.7
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

010030 E.K.Key Elementary School

Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 429 403 443

Number of Faculty 29 30 32

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 90.8 101.1 95.7
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 92.8
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No

~ = Unavailable Data PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-18

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2




010031

010033

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
L ake Charles/Boston High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12,NG 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 593 663 625
Number of Faculty 44 45 44
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 52.9
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 5
Growth Target N/A N/A 6.6
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
LaGrange High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 1,161 1,163 1,133
Number of Faculty 86 80 84
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 66.9
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 5
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-19



010035

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010034 W.W. LewisMiddle School

Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. Highl Middle/dr. Highl Middle/Jdr. High
October 1 Membership 770 758 748

Number of Faculty 52 54 54

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 86.9 99.5 99.6
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 100.1]
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

LeBlanc Middle School

Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. High] Middle/Jr. High| Middle/Jr. High
October 1 Membership 452 402 415

Number of Faculty 36 35 32

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 83.0 93.5 90.2
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 90.6
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-20

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2




010036

010038

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
M aplewood M iddle School
Grade Structure K-8,NG K-8,NG K-8,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 1,165 1,104 1,050
Number of Faculty 78 73 76
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 98.3 111.7 112.4
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 113.8
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Ray D. Molo Middle M agnet School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. High] Middle/Jr. High| Middle/Jr. High
October 1 Membership 602 542 583
Number of Faculty 44 39 40
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 55.5 56.7 56.3
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 8.6 N/A 10.3
Growth SPS N/A N/A 61.2
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 1
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average
2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-21



010039

010040

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
M oss Bluff Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 956 910 928
Number of Faculty 56 55 58
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 100.8 109.7 112.4
School Performance Label * 3 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 112.5
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
M oss Bluff Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. High] Middle/Jr. High| Middle/Jr. High
October 1 Membership 897 866 835
Number of Faculty 55 56 57
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 94.3 98.1 98.1
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 99.1
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-22

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2




010042

010043

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
A. A. Nelson Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 514 525 560
Number of Faculty 31 32 34
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 108.3 108.6 111.2
School Performance Label * 3 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 111.8
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 1
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Oak Park Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5 PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 440 386 374
Number of Faculty 27 28 27
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 67.3 82.2 80.8
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 4
Growth Target 6.3 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 87.8
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

~ = Unavailable Data PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded
N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-23



010045

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010044 Oak Park Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. Highl Middle/dr. Highl Middle/Jdr. High
October 1 Membership 578 531 467
Number of Faculty 43 44 40
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 62.1 67.4 68.3
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 7.2 N/A 7.5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 72.2
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
D. S. Perkins Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 327 317 324
Number of Faculty 26 28 28
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 82.6 79.7 82.4
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 83.2
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-24

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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010047

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Prien Lake Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 562 555 597
Number of Faculty 44 43 44
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 125.1 123.3 125.1
School Performance Label * 2 N/A 2
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 124.1]
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 1
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Reynaud Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. High] Middle/Jr. High| Middle/Jr. High
October 1 Membership 335 337 306
Number of Faculty 31 32 30
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 32.3 41.5 41.3
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 12.5 N/A 135
Growth SPS N/A N/A 471
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-25
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010051

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
St. John Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5 K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 561 550 564
Number of Faculty 36 35 38
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 94.9 101.3 103.9
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 106.7]
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Starks High School
Grade Structure PK,K-12,NG PK,K-12NG PK,K-12,NG
School Type Combination Combination Combination
October 1 Membership 398 379 398
Number of Faculty 40 38 39
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 97.1 101 97.5
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 98.7
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-26

3 = School of Academic Achievement

6 = Academically Unacceptable School
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010053

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Sulphur High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12,NG 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 1,909 1,937 1,933
Number of Faculty 116 115 121
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 92.5
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 4
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 306 360 378
Number of Faculty 23 25 28
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 87.8 88.1 99.1
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 104.3
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-27
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~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Richard W. Vincent Elementary School

Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 392 427 408

Number of Faculty 31 32 33

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 93.1 106.4 101.4
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 100.1]
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

Vinton Elementary School

Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 555 548 507

Number of Faculty 41 37 37

Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 79.5 72.7 79.5
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 5
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 85.2
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes

PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-28

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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010057

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Vinton High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12,NG 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 341 363 336
Number of Faculty 27 28 28
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 74.7
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 5
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Vinton Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. High] Middle/Jr. High| Middle/Jr. High
October 1 Membership 259 248 236
Number of Faculty 22 22 24
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 63.7 79 79.4
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 6.8 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 775
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-29
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~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Washington/M arion M agnet High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12,NG 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 845 834 788
Number of Faculty 58 59 59
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 55.4
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 5
Growth Target N/A N/A 6.3
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
T. H. Watkins Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5 PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 314 319 305
Number of Faculty 19 22 24
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 71.9 73.2 71.8
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 5
Growth Target 5.4 N/A 6.7
Growth SPS N/A N/A 73.4
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 1
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average
2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-30

6 = Academically Unacceptable School
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~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
J. |. Watson Middle School
Grade Structure PK,K-8,NG PK,K-8,NG PK,K-8,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 1,232 1,244 1,267
Number of Faculty 83 86 88
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 79.7 86.9 90
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 94.5
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Pear| Watson Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 437 480 483
Number of Faculty 42 42 45
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 60.3 62.8 65.8
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 7.5 N/A 8.1
Growth SPS N/A N/A 70.0
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-31
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~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
S. J. Welsh Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. Highl Middle/dr. Highl Middle/Jdr. High
October 1 Membership 1,128 1,097 1,182
Number of Faculty 75 75 77
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 97.2 107.3 105.6
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 102.9
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Western Heights Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5 PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 402 341 376
Number of Faculty 30 28 29
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 89.6 93.7 93
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 92.5
Growth Label ? N/A N/A 4
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-32

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010064 Westlake High School
Grade Structure 9-12,NG 9-12 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 666 606 573
Number of Faculty 49 41 38
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A 93.9
School Performance Label * N/A N/A 4
Growth Target N/A N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A No
Westwood Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 525 507 501
Number of Faculty 31 32 32
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 82.4 89.2 93.5
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 99.7
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-33
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~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
F. K. White Middle School
Grade Structure 6-8,NG 6-8,NG 6-8,NG
School Type Middle/Jr. Highl Middle/dr. Highl Middle/Jdr. High
October 1 Membership 800 789 770
Number of Faculty 57 53 53
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 78.9 90.1 89.7
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 4
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 88.4
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 3
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Ralph F. Wilson Elementary School
Grade Structure PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG PK,K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary Elementary|
October 1 Membership 436 413 438
Number of Faculty 34 33 29
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 54.1 72.8 714
School Performance Label * 5 N/A 5
Growth Target 8.8 N/A 6.6
Growth SPS N/A N/A 70.2
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.
1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

Calcasieu Parish, p. 2-34

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline
1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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010070

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Gillis Elementary School
Grade Structure K-5NG K-5NG K-5,NG
School Type Elementary| Elementary| Elementary|
October 1 Membership 639 606 622
Number of Faculty 45 46 46
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone No| No| No|
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) 88.1 99.4 102.6
School Performance Label * 4 N/A 3
Growth Target 5.0 N/A 5
Growth SPS N/A N/A 107.3
Growth Label 2 N/A N/A 2
Corrective Action Status® 0 0 0
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A Yes
Calcasieu P.M. High School
Grade Structure 9-12 9-12 8-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 37 51 74
Number of Faculty 2 1 1
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone N/A N/A N/A
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A N/A
School Performance Label * N/A N/A N/A
Growth Target N/A N/A N/A
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A N/A
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A N/A
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average

6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2
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010071

010072

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Jake Drost School for Exceptional Children
Grade Structure NG NG K,NG
School Type Combination Combination Elementary|
October 1 Membership 22 20 24
Number of Faculty 6 5 5
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone N/A N/A N/A
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A N/A
School Performance Label * N/A N/A N/A
Growth Target N/A N/A N/A
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A N/A
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A N/A
Calcasieu Career Center
Grade Structure 6-12 6-12,NG 6-12,NG
School Type High High High
October 1 Membership 68 59 66
Number of Faculty 24 30 29
Paired/Shared or Stand Alone N/A N/A N/A
Baseline School Performance Score (SPS) N/A N/A N/A
School Performance Label * N/A N/A N/A
Growth Target N/A N/A N/A
Growth SPS N/A N/A N/A
Growth Label ? N/A N/A N/A
Corrective Action Status® N/A N/A N/A
Reward Eligibility N/A N/A N/A
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded

N/A = Not Applicable: Baseline SPS, School Performance Label, Growth Target, Growth SPS, Growth Label, and Reward Eligibility are determined and assigned once

1 School Performance Label: 1 = School of Academic Excellence 2 = School of Academic Distinction

3 Corrective Action Status; 0 = School is not in Corrective Actions

every two years. High Schools were first added to the Accountability Model in 2000-2001.

3 = School of Academic Achievement

4 = Academically Above the State Average 5 = Academically Below the State Average
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6 = Academically Unacceptable School

2 Growth Label: 1=No Growth Label Assigned - No label is assigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
2 = Exemplary Academic Growth 3 = Recognized Academic Growth 4 = Minimal Academic Growth 5= No Growth 6 = School In Decline

1= School isin Corrective ActionsLevel 1 2 = School isin Corrective Actions Level 2




Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District
Total Number of Schools 60 60 59
October 1 Membership 33,138 32,590 32,501
Number of Faculty 2,391 2,383 2,390
Schools by Perfor mance L abel Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number
School of Academic Excellence 0.0 0 N/A N/A 0.0 0
School of Academic Distinction 4.3 2 N/A N/A 3.6 2
School of Academic Achievement 10.6 5 N/A N/A 23.2 13
Academically Above the State Average 574 27 N/A N/A 41.1 23
Academically Below the State Average 27.7 13 N/A N/A 32.1 18
Academically Unacceptable School 0.0 0 N/A N/A 0.0 0
Number of Schools! 100.0 47 N/A N/A| 100.0 56
Schools By Growth L abel
No Label Assigned? N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.7 4
Exemplary Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 32.6 15
Recognized Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 30.4 14
Minimal Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 26.1 12
No Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
School In Decline N/A N/A N/A N/A 2.2 1
Number of Schools N/A N/A N/A N/A| 100.0 46
Schools By Levels of Corrective Actions
Not in Corrective Actions 100.0 47| 100.0 46 91.1 51
Corrective Actions| (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 8.9 5
Corrective Actions 11 (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Corrective Actions I11 (CA 111) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Schools by Reward Eligibility
Schools Eligible for Receiving Rewards NA NAl O NA] NAl 6300 29

~ = Unavailable Data PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded
N/A = Not Applicable: Performance Labels, Growth Labels, and Reward Eligibility are assigned once every two years.
! For 1998-99, schools with grades K-8 were included in the accountability system.
2 No label isassigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
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State

~ = Unavailable Data

Table6
School Characteristics and Accountability Information of Calcasieu Parish

N/A = Not Applicable: Performance Labels, Growth Labels, and Reward Eligibility are assigned once every two years.

! For 1998-99, schools with grades K-8 were included in the accountability system.
2 No label isassigned to schools with a Baseline or Growth SPS of 100 or more which have not met their Growth Targets.
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1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Total Number of Schools 1,507 1,533 1,532
October 1 Membership 766,274 755,207 745,955
Number of Faculty 53,933 55,432 55,526
Schools by Perfor mance L abel Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number
School of Academic Excellence 0.1 1 N/A N/A 0.3 4
School of Academic Distinction 1.3 15 N/A N/A 1.1 15
School of Academic Achievement 7.9 94 N/A N/A 14.7 203
Academically Above the State Average 44.0 524 N/A N/A 32.9 455
Academically Below the State Average 42.0 500 N/A N/A 48.2 665
Academically Unacceptable School 4.8 57 N/A N/A 2.8 39
Number of Schools! 100.0] 1,191 N/A N/A[ 100.0f 1,381
Schools By Growth L abel
No Label Assigned? N/A N/A N/A N/A 5.8 68
Exemplary Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 43.9 512
Recognized Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.5 297
Minimal Academic Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.6 217
No Growth N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.7 55
School In Decline N/A N/A N/A N/A 14 16
Number of Schools N/A N/A N/A N/A] 100.0 1,165
Schools By Levels of Corrective Actions
Not in Corrective Actions 95.2 1,134 95.5 1,120 85.1 1,175
Corrective Actions | (CA 1) 4.8 57 4.5 53 13.1 181
Corrective Actions 11 (CA 1) 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.8 25
Corrective Actions I11 (CA 111) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Schools by Reward Eligibility
Schools Eligible for Receiving Rewards NAl  NAl NA NAl 686 799
PK = Pre-kindergarten NG = Nongraded




Faculty with a Master’s Degree or Higher

Perhaps the most vital educational resource available to students is the
school faculty. One indicator of faculty preparation is the leved of
academic training the staff has completed.

Data Presentation

Table 7, Faculty with a Master’s Degree or Higher, presents the number
and percent of faculty attaining a master’'s degree or higher. Data are
presented for all faculty members in all schools in each district. Schools
are presented in site code order. District and state totals are presented for
comparison purposes.

Definition
»  Faculty—school-based instructional personnd. In addition to full-
time classroom teachers, these individuals include principals,

assistant principals, guidance counsdors, librarians, and other
instructional/administrative staff.

M ethod of Calculation

The formula used to compute the percentage of faculty who have a
master’s degree or higher is presented below. Itinerant staff members
who are employed at multiple school sites are counted at each schoal in
which they teach, but are counted only once in district and state
percentages.

Data Sources

Ste-based personnel—district-reported data submitted to the Louisiana
Department of Education via the Profile of Educational Personnel
(PEP).

Faculty degree status—district-reported data submitted to the Louisiana
Department of Education via the Profile of Educational Personnel
(PEP).

Formula Used to Calculate Percent of Faculty with a Master’s Degree or Higher

Percent of Faculty

Number of Faculty with a Master’s Degree or Higher

with a Master’s Degree =
or Higher

X 100

Total Number of Faculty at All Education Levels
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Table7
Faculty with a Master's Degree or Higher

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent |[Number
010001 _S. P. Arnette Middle Schoal 29.7 11 34.3 12 33.3 10
010002  Barbe Elementary School 37.0 10 39.3 11 34.5 10
010003  Barbe, Alfred M., High School 53.8 57 54.3 57 51.0 52
010004  Bell City High School 41.0 16 42.1 16 38.5 15
010006  Brentwood Elementary Schoal 46.4 13 34.5 10 35.5 11
010009  Jessie D. Clifton Elementary School 32.5 13 30.8 12 30.0 12
010010  Callege Oaks Elementary Schoal 55.0 22 51.4 19 53.8 21
010011  Doretha A. Combre Elementary Schoal 25.0 5 25.0 5 43.8 14
010012 T. S. Cooley Elementary Magnet School 52.6 10 52.6 10 50.0 9
010013  DeQuincy Elementary School 42.2 19 37.5 18 40.4 19
010014  DeQuincy High School 314 11 34.3 12 36.4 12
010015  DeQuincy Middle School 50.0 13 34.6 9 45.8 11
010016  Dolby Elementary School 55.2 16 53.3 16 51.7 15
010017  RosaFondel Elementary 55.0 11 42.9 9| Closed| Closed
010018  Fairview Elementary School 40.6 13 40.0 14 40.5 15
010019  Frasch Elementary School 40.5 15 43.2 16 45.7 16
010023 W. T. Henning Elementary School 32.4 11 314 11 38.2 13
010024  Henry Heights Elementary School 38.7 12 40.6 13 36.4 12
010025  Houston, Sam, High School 60.0 39 53.8 35 50.0 33
010026  lowa High Schoal 35.9 14 43.2 16 37.8 14
010027  John L. Johnson 11, Elementary Schoal 44.4 12 37.0 10 36.0 9
010028 M. J. Kaufman Elementary School 60.0 12 57.1 12 50.0 11
010029  John F. Kennedy Elementary School 40.9 9 32.0 8 36.0 9
010030 E. K. Key Elementary School 44.8 13 43.3 13 43.8 14
010031  Lake Charles/Boston High School 40.9 18 44.4 20 47.7 21
010033 LaGrange High School 39.5 34 35.0 28 32.1 27
010034 W. W. Lewis Middle Schoal 50.0 26 50.0 27 51.9 28
010035 LeBlanc Middle School 36.1 13 37.1 13 53.1 17
010036 Maplewood Middle School 46.2 36 49.3 36 43.4 33
010038 Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet Schoal 61.4 27 61.5 24 65.0 26
010039  Moss Bluff Elementary School 42.9 24 41.8 23 39.7 23
010040  Moss Bluff Middle Schoal 40.0 22 28.6 16 29.8 17
010042 A. A. Nelson Elementary School 45.2 14 53.1 17 41.2 14
010043  Oak Park Elementary School 44.4 12 46.4 13 48.1 13
010044  Oak Park Middle Schoal 39.5 17 29.5 13 37.5 15
010045 D. S. Perkins Elementary School 26.9 7 32.1 9 39.3 11

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table7
Faculty with a Master's Degree or Higher

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent |[Number
010046  Prien Lake Elementary Schoal 43.2 19 37.2 16 40.9 18
010047  Reynaud Middle School 35.5 11 28.1 9 26.7 8
010050  st. John Elementary School 41.7 15 42.9 15 42.1 16
010051  starks High Schoal 55.0 22 47.4 18 53.8 21
010052 Sulphur High School 46.6 54 47.0 54 47.1 57
010053  Vincent Settlement Elementary School 47.8 11 52.0 13 42.9 12
010054  Richard W. Vincent Elementary School 48.4 15 40.6 13 42.4 14
010055  Vinton Elementary School 26.8 11 21.6 8 29.7 11
010056  Vinton High Schoal 29.6 8 25.0 7 35.7 10
010057  Vinton Middle School 50.0 11 40.9 9 33.3 8
010058  Washington/Marion Magnet High Schoal 39.7 23 39.0 23 40.7 24
010059  T. H. Watkins Elementary School 47.4 9 54.5 12 50.0 12
010060  J. I. Watson Middle Schoal 37.3 31 337 29 37.5 33
010061  Pearl Watson Elementary Schoal 38.1 16 35.7 15 37.8 17
010062 S. J. Welsh Middle Schoal 41.3 31 40.0 30 429 33
010063  Western Heights Elementary School 46.7 14 57.1 16 62.1 18
010064  Westlake High School 38.8 19 53.7 22 55.3 21
010065  Westwood Elementary School 29.0 9 50.0 16 53.1 17
010066  F. K. White Middle School 40.4 23 37.7 20 43.4 23
010067  Ralph F. Wilson Elementary School 26.5 9 30.3 10 37.9 11
010068  Gillis Elementary Schoal 35.6 16 34.8 16 304 14
010070  Calcasieu P.M. High School 50.0 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
010071  Jake Drost Schoal for Exceptional Children 50.0 3 40.0 2 40.0 2
010072  Calcasieu Career Center 50.0 12 46.7 14 55.2 16
District 42.7| 1,020 415 990 42.6| 1,018
State 39.1] 21,090 38.0] 21,056 37.5| 20,846

~ = Unavailable Data
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Class Size Char acteristics

Small classes generally allow more time for pupil-teacher interaction;
therefore, they are instrumental in promoting student learning, especially
at the lower dementary grades. |In recognition of that fact, the State
Board of Elementary and Secondary Education has set specific limits on
the maximum size of classes at various grade levels (Bulletin 741). The
maximum enrollment in grades K-3 is 26 students, while in grades 4-12
the maximum enrollment is 33 students. The limits do not apply to
activity classes such as physical education, chorus, and band.

Data Presentation

Tables 8a, 8b, 8c, and 8d (Class Size Characteristics for Elementary,
Middle/dunior High, High, and Combination Schools, respectively)
present the number and percentage of classes that fall within various
class size ranges. This report provides the class size information for
grades PK-12 by three ranges. 1-20, 21-26, and 27+. Category
percentages are provided for comparison purposes. Data are presented
for all schools in each district, with schools presented by category and in
site code order. District and state percentages are presented for
comparison of all schools. Since 1993-94, district and state percentages
based on school category also have been provided.

Definition

and as identified by a specific ASR course code.

M ethod of Calculation

The following criterion was applied to Annual School Report (ASR) data
to determine which classes should be included/excluded from the class

size calculations:

Activity classes (which have a maximum allowable student
count greater than 33) are excluded because their inclusion in
the computation would skew the results.

Non graded, infant and preschool classes are excluded
Schools with category codes “ 000" are excluded

Data Source
District-reported data from the Annual School Report (ASR).

Formulas Used to Calculate Percent of C

lassesin Each of the Specific Class Size Ranges

Number of Classesin Specific

Percent of Classes

Class Sze Range
X 100*

in Specific Class Sze Range

Total Number of Classes

"Note: Because of school categorization, the numerator and denominator will vary. For example, Percent of Classes in Elementary Schools in Specific Class Size

Range = (Number of Classes in Elementary Schoals in Specific Class
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Size Range / Total Number of Classes in Elementary Schools) X 100.

Class—a grouping of children under the primary supervision and
instruction of an individual teacher for al or part of the instructional
day, as reported for the purposes of the Annual School Report (ASR)



Table 8a: Class Size Char acteristics
Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010002 Barbe Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 71.4 15 81.8 18 81.8 18

Class Size Range 21 - 26 28.6 6 18.2 4 18.2 4

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
010006 Brentwood Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 52.2 12 77.3 17 83.3 20

Class Size Range 21 - 26 39.1 9 18.2 4 16.7 4

Class Size Range 27 or more 8.7 2 4.6 1 0.0 0
010009 Jessie D. Clifton Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 56.8 25 53.3 24 55.8 24

Class Size Range 21 - 26 40.9 18 46.7 21 44.2 19

Class Size Range 27 or more 2.3 1 = = 0.0 0
010010 College OaksElementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 34.6 9 59.3 16 65.4 17

Class Size Range 21 - 26 65.4 17 25.9 7 34.6 9

Class Size Range 27 or more = = 14.8 4 0.0 0
010011 Doretha A. Combre Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 95.4 21| 100.0 13 88.9 16

Class Size Range 21 - 26 4.6 1 = = 11.1 2

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = ~ 0.0 0
010012 T.S. Cooley Elementary Magnet Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 7.7 6 5.2 4 0.0 0

Class Size Range 21 - 26 71.8 56 87.0 67 98.5 66

Class Size Range 27 or more 20.5 16 7.8 6 15 1
010013 DeQuincy Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 4.2 2 42.3 22 32.6 14

Class Size Range 21 - 26 93.8 45 57.7 30 67.4 29

Class Size Range 27 or more 2.1 1 = = 0.0 0
010016 Dolby Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 62.1 18 53.3 16 37.5 9

Class Size Range 21 - 26 37.9 11 46.7 14 58.3 14

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 4.2 1

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8a: Class Size Char acteristics
Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010017 Rosa Fondel Elementary

Class Size Range 1 - 20 100.0 20 88.9 16| Closed| Closed

Class Size Range 21 - 26 = = 11.1 2| Closed| Closed
010018 Fairview Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 41.4 12 22.2 8 75.7 28

Class Size Range 21 - 26 58.6 17 77.8 28 24.3 9

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = ~ 0.0 0
010019 Frasch Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 41.7 20 63.0 29 32.3 20

Class Size Range 21 - 26 58.3 28 32.6 15 67.7 42

Class Size Range 27 or more = = 4.3 2 0.0 0
010023 W. T. Henning Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 57.5 23 455 20 66.7 22

Class Size Range 21 - 26 40.0 16 54.5 24 18.2 6

Class Size Range 27 or more 25 1 = = 15.2 5
010024 Henry Heights Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 53.2 33 67.5 27 88.7 55

Class Size Range 21 - 26 45.2 28 32.5 13 11.3 7

Class Size Range 27 or more 1.6 1 = = 0.0 0
010027 John L. Johnson |1, Elementary School

Class Size Range1 - 20 37.5 9 87.5 21 60.0 9

Class Size Range 21 - 26 62.5 15 12.5 3 40.0 6

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
010028 M. J. Kaufman Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 38.1 8 9.1 2 60.0 9

Class Size Range 21 - 26 57.1 12 86.4 19 33.3 5

Class Size Range 27 or more 4.8 1 4.6 1 6.7 1
010029 John F. Kennedy Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 68.2 15 42.9 9 50.0 7

Class Size Range 21 - 26 31.8 7 57.1 12 50.0 7

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8a: Class Size Char acteristics
Elementary Schools

1998-99| 1999-00| 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04

Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number

010030 E.K.Key Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 23.3 7 54.2 13 52.0 13

Class Size Range 21 - 26 76.7 23 45.8 11 48.0 12

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
010036 Maplewood Middle Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 28.6 46 39.4 56 51.9 81

Class Size Range 21 - 26 47.2 76 45.8 65 42.3 66

Class Size Range 27 or more 24.2 39 14.8 21 5.8 9
010039 M oss Bluff Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 11.9 7 2.2 1 0.0 0

Class Size Range 21 - 26 74.6 44 93.3 42 94.1 48

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.6 8 4.4 2 5.9 3
010042 A. A. Nelson Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 22.2 10 45.7 21 17.1 6

Class Size Range 21 - 26 62.2 28 54.3 25 82.9 29

Class Size Range 27 or more 15.6 7 = = 0.0 0
010043 Oak Park Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 15.6 5 76.5 26 68.0 17

Class Size Range 21 - 26 71.9 23 23.5 8 32.0 8

Class Size Range 27 or more 12.5 4 = ~ 0.0 0
010045 D. S. Perkins Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 42.9 9 89.5 17 80.0 20

Class Size Range 21 - 26 57.1 12 10.5 2 20.0 5

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
010046 Prien Lake Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 26.5 18 40.0 20 19.4 13

Class Size Range 21 - 26 72.1 49 60.0 30 80.6 54

Class Size Range 27 or more 15 1 = = 0.0 0
010050  St. John Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 39.5 15 23.1 9 29.0 11

Class Size Range 21 - 26 4.7 17 76.9 30 71.1 27

Class Size Range 27 or more 15.8 6 = = 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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010053

010054

010055

010059

010060

010061

010063

010065

Table 8a: Class Size Char acteristics

Elementary Schools

J.

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

Vincent Settlement Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 53.8 14 84.4 27 80.0 24

Class Size Range 21 - 26 38.5 10 15.6 5 20.0 6

Class Size Range 27 or more 7.7 2 = = 0.0 0
Richard W. Vincent Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 46.7 14 46.2 12 50.0 12

Class Size Range 21 - 26 53.3 16 53.8 14 50.0 12

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = ~ 0.0 0
Vinton Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 50.0 18 34.5 10 53.6 15

Class Size Range 21 - 26 50.0 18 62.1 18 42.9 12

Class Size Range 27 or more = = 35 1 3.6 1
T. H. Watkins Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 34.8 8 38.1 8 68.2 15

Class Size Range 21 - 26 65.2 15 61.9 13 27.3 6

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 4.6 1

. Watson Middle School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 30.1 43 23.7 36 28.5 43

Class Size Range 21 - 26 60.1 86 63.2 96 50.3 76

Class Size Range 27 or more 9.8 14 13.2 20 21.2 32
Pear| Watson Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 6.1 2 60.7 17 87.5 28

Class Size Range 21 - 26 90.9 30 35.7 10 3.1 1

Class Size Range 27 or more 3.0 1 3.6 1 9.4 3
Western Heights Elementary School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 28.6 8 77.3 17 75.0 18

Class Size Range 21 - 26 71.4 20 22.7 5 25.0 6

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
Westwood Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 39.0 16 37.1 13 455 15

Class Size Range 21 - 26 56.1 23 57.1 20 39.4 13

Class Size Range 27 or more 4.9 2 5.7 2 15.2 5

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8a: Class Size Char acteristics
Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010067 Ralph F. Wilson Elementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 57.9 22 89.3 25 42.3 11

Class Size Range 21 - 26 42.1 16 10.7 3 57.7 15

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
010068 GillisElementary Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 47.5 29 46.4 26 47.9 23

Class Size Range 21 - 26 47.5 29 53.6 30 52.1 25

Class Size Range 27 or more 4.9 3 = ~ 0.0 0
District (Elementary Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.7 539 45.1 616 47.1 633

Class Size Range 21 - 26 55.8 821 50.5 690 48.3 650

Class Size Range 27 or more 7.5 110 4.5 61 4.6 62
District (All Schools)

Class Size Rangel - 20 43.4| 2,584 47.6| 2,832 46.2| 2,633

Class Size Range 21 - 26 44.3| 2,636 42.3| 2,522 409 2,331

Class Size Range 27 or more 12.3 734 10.1 601 12.9 734
State (Elementary Schools)

Class Size Rangel - 20 36.5| 11,901 44.1| 15,027 47.0| 17,287

Class Size Range 21 - 26 50.4| 16,434 43.1] 14,713 42.7| 15,706

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.1] 4,285 12.8] 4,368 10.3] 3,778
State (All Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.9| 44,332 40.3| 49,539 42.6| 53,422

Class Size Range 21 - 26 38.5| 46,247 36.3| 44,702 36.1] 45,201

Class Size Range 27 or more 24.6| 29,539 23.4| 28,786 21.3| 26,656

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8b: Class Size Characteristics
Middle/Jr. High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010001 S. P. Arnette Middle School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 48.6 68 66.7 96 43.8 49

Class Size Range 21 - 26 51.4 72 30.6 44 32.1 36

Class Size Range 27 or more = = 2.8 4 24.1 27
010015 DeQuincy Middle Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 44.2 42 30.4 28 18.4 14

Class Size Range 21 - 26 53.7 51 57.6 53 75.0 57

Class Size Range 27 or more 2.1 2 12.0 11 6.6 5
010034 W.W. LewisMiddle School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 48.3 100 52.1 111 50.8 102

Class Size Range 21 - 26 48.3 100 44.6 95 46.8 94

Class Size Range 27 or more 3.4 7 3.3 7 25 5
010035 LeBlanc Middle Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 53.5 61 67.5 83 49.5 54

Class Size Range 21 - 26 31.6 36 32.5 40 46.8 51

Class Size Range 27 or more 14.9 17 = = 3.7 4
010038 Ray D. MoloMiddle Magnet Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 17.3 22 49.3 69 32.2 47

Class Size Range 21 - 26 57.5 73 37.1 52 52.1 76

Class Size Range 27 or more 25.2 32 13.6 19 15.8 23
010040 MossBluff Middle Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 5.6 9 18.7 35 28.1 50

Class Size Range 21 - 26 43.8 71 40.1 75 44.9 80

Class Size Range 27 or more 50.6 82 41.2 77 27.0 48
010044 Oak Park Middle School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 27.0 34 60.0 96 425 51

Class Size Range 21 - 26 42.1 53 38.1 61 475 57

Class Size Range 27 or more 31.0 39 1.9 3 10.0 12
010047 Reynaud Middle School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 84.4 92 67.0 71 58.6 34

Class Size Range 21 - 26 14.7 16 30.2 32 36.2 21

Class Size Range 27 or more 0.9 1 2.8 3 5.2 3

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8b: Class Size Characteristics
Middle/Jr. High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010057 Vinton Middle School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 66.2 51 67.9 55 81.8 63

Class Size Range 21 - 26 33.8 26 32.1 26 18.2 14

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
010062 S.J. Welsh Middle Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 40.5 115 52.0 158 53.1 171

Class Size Range 21 - 26 46.5 132 41.8 127 37.6 121

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.0 37 6.3 19 9.3 30
010066 F. K. White Middle Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 30.5 53 15.5 27 19.2 32

Class Size Range 21 - 26 55.8 97 68.4 119 59.9 100

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.8 24 16.1 28 21.0 35
District (Middle/Jdr. High Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 40.1 647 48.1 829 42.6 667

Class Size Range 21 - 26 45.0 727 42.0 724 45.2 707

Class Size Range 27 or more 14.9 241 9.9 171 12.3 192
District (All Schoals)

Class Size Rangel - 20 43.4| 2,584 47.6| 2,832 46.2| 2,633

Class Size Range 21 - 26 44.3| 2,636 42.3| 2,522 409 2,331

Class Size Range 27 or more 12.3 734 10.1 601 12.9 734
State (Middle/Jr. High Schooals)

Class Size Rangel - 20 29.8) 9,029 32.1 9,961 32.4] 9,907

Class Size Range 21 - 26 39.6| 11,994 39.3| 12,189 40.8| 12,465

Class Size Range 27 or more 30.7| 9,294 28.6| 8,849 26.8| 8,187
Sate (All Schools)

Class Size Rangel - 20 36.9| 44,332 40.3| 49,539 42.6| 53,422

Class Size Range 21 - 26 38.5| 46,247 36.3| 44,702 36.1] 45,201

Class Size Range 27 or more 24.6| 29,539 23.4| 28,786 21.3| 26,656

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8c: Class Size Characteristics
High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010003 Barbe, Alfred M., High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 39.7 180 45.1 203 34.7 148

Class Size Range 21 - 26 51.7 234 47.1 212 45.7 195

Class Size Range 27 or more 8.6 39 7.8 35 19.7 84
010014 DeQuincy High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 82.1 110 81.3 104 67.2 80

Class Size Range 21 - 26 17.9 24 18.8 24 29.4 35

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = ~ 34 4
010025 Houston, Sam, High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 31.1 85 39.5 111 36.0 100

Class Size Range 21 - 26 45.8 125 42.0 118 48.9 136

Class Size Range 27 or more 23.1 63 18.5 52 15.1 42
010026 lowa High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 63.3 102 46.8 72 53.9 83

Class Size Range 21 - 26 26.1 42 39.6 61 39.6 61

Class Size Range 27 or more 10.6 17 13.6 21 6.5 10
010031 Lake CharlegBoston High Schoal

Class Size Range 1 - 20 38.3 57 35.9 52 42.0 60

Class Size Range 21 - 26 315 47 26.2 38 27.3 39

Class Size Range 27 or more 30.2 45 37.9 55 30.8 44
010033 LaGrange High Schoal

Class Size Rangel - 20 47.5 158 41.6 144 45.4 154

Class Size Range 21 - 26 28.8 96 39.3 136 22.4 76

Class Size Range 27 or more 23.7 79 19.1 66 32.2 109
010052  Sulphur High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 34.1 171 30.0 149 315 161

Class Size Range 21 - 26 57.2 287 57.7 286 475 243

Class Size Range 27 or more 8.8 44 12.3 61 21.1 108
010056  Vinton High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 53.9 55 58.9 63 68.2 75

Class Size Range 21 - 26 43.1 44 35.5 38 30.0 33

Class Size Range 27 or more 2.9 3 5.6 6 1.8 2

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8c: Class Size Characteristics
High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010058 Washington/Marion Magnet High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 47.3 112 46.9 112 46.6 108

Class Size Range 21 - 26 27.0 64 29.7 71 315 73

Class Size Range 27 or more 25.7 61 23.4 56 22.0 51
010064 Westlake High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 52.6 101 53.2 101 59.6 106

Class Size Range 21 - 26 40.6 78 43.2 82 315 56

Class Size Range 27 or more 6.8 13 3.7 7 9.0 16
010070 Calcasieu P.M. High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 100.0 22 95.4 21| 100.0 22

Class Size Range 21 - 26 = = 4.6 1 0.0 0

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
010072 Calcasieu Career Center

Class Size Range 1 - 20 100.0 86| 100.0 94| 100.0 74

Class Size Range 21 - 26 = = = = 0.0 0

Class Size Range 27 or more = = = = 0.0 0
District (High Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 46.9| 1,239 46.2| 1,226 453 1,171

Class Size Range 21 - 26 39.4| 1,041 40.2| 1,067 36.6 947

Class Size Range 27 or more 13.8 364 13.5 359 18.2 470
District (All Schoals)

Class Size Rangel - 20 43.4| 2,584 47.6| 2,832 46.2| 2,633

Class Size Range 21 - 26 44.3| 2,636 42.3| 2,522 409 2,331

Class Size Range 27 or more 12.3 734 10.1 601 12.9 734
State (High Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 37.5| 18,477 39.1| 19,814 41.4| 20,349

Class Size Range 21 - 26 31.8| 15,697 31.2| 15,786 30.3| 14,875

Class Size Range 27 or more 30.7| 15,144 29.7| 15,009 28.3| 13,888
Sate (All Schools)

Class Size Rangel - 20 36.9| 44,332 40.3| 49,539 42.6| 53,422

Class Size Range 21 - 26 38.5| 46,247 36.3| 44,702 36.1] 45,201

Class Size Range 27 or more 24.6| 29,539 23.4| 28,786 21.3| 26,656

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Table 8d: Class Size Characteristics

Combination Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Percent |Number

010004 Bell City High School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 53.8 63 56.6 64 79.1 83

Class Size Range 21 - 26 29.9 35 35.4 40 16.2 17

Class Size Range 27 or more 16.2 19 8.0 9 4.8 5
010051  StarksHigh School

Class Size Range 1 - 20 88.9 96 98.0 97 84.0 79

Class Size Range 21 - 26 11.1 12 1.0 1 10.6 10

Class Size Range 27 or more = = 1.0 1 5.3 5
District (Combination Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 70.7 159 75.9 161 81.4 162

Class Size Range 21 - 26 20.9 47 19.3 41 13.6 27

Class Size Range 27 or more 8.4 19 4.7 10 5.0 10
District (All Schools)

Class Size Rangel - 20 43.4| 2,584 47.6| 2,832 46.2| 2,633

Class Size Range 21 - 26 44.3| 2,636 42.3| 2,522 409 2,331

Class Size Range 27 or more 12.3 734 10.1 601 12.9 734
State (Combination Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 62.6| 4,925 64.8| 4,737 66.5| 5,879

Class Size Range 21 - 26 27.0 2,122 27.6| 2,014 24.4| 2,155

Class Size Range 27 or more 10.4 816 7.7 560 9.1 803
State (All Schools)

Class Size Range 1 - 20 36.9| 44,332 40.3| 49,539 42.6| 53,422

Class Size Range 21 - 26 38.5| 46,247 36.3| 44,702 36.1] 45,201

Class Size Range 27 or more 24.6| 29,539 23.4| 28,786 21.3| 26,656

~ = Unavailable Data
* Dueto changesin the calculation method, prior years' data are not comparable to 2000-2001 data.
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Student Participation Overview

This section presents school-level data that captures information about
student participation. It is essential that students participate in their
learning; to learn, students must be first be present to receive instruction.
Students who are frequently absent miss valuable instruction and are
more likely to perform poorly. In fact, research has consistently shown
that of all school-level indicators presented in this document, student
attendance is the single most important predictor of student achievement.

The Student Participation data eements that will be presented in this
section are Student Attendance, Student Suspension and Expulsion and
Student Dropouts. In all cases, attempts are made to present the most
recent student data. However, data collection and management efforts are
impacted by system, logistical and human limitations. For this very
reason, current year dropout data are not available for use in this report.
The dropout data presented in this report are prior year's data (1998-
1999).

Of all the School Report Card indicators studied, student
attendance yields the strongest positive relationship with
average test scores. This finding is especially evident in
secondary schools with higher attendance. These schools show
a marked increase in the percentage of students passing the
Graduation Exit Exam (Franklin and Crone, 1993).

According to LDE research, the percent of student dropouts has a
strong negative correlation with test scores and attendance, and
a positive correlation with school size. Thus, schools with low
average test scores and low average attendance generally
experience high dropout rates. Larger schools (those with enroll-
ments of roughly 700 or more students) exhibit higher dropout
rates than do smaller schools (Franklin and Crone, 1993).

Refer ences

Franklin, B. J. and Crone, L. J. (1993). Louisiana Progress Profiles. Paper presented
at the annual meeting of the American Educational Research Association, Atlanta,
Ga
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Student Attendance

More than a decade ago, American schools were challenged by A Nation
at Risk to do whatever necessary to reduce the amount of instructional
time lost to absentedism (Bennett, 1988). As educators have long
recognized, occasional absences cause some learning disruption, but
frequent student absences can severdy reduce academic progress
(Bamber, 1979).

The percent of student attendance reflects the percentage of time the
average student is present within the total number of instructional days.
Since 1993-94, attendance has been calculated to the nearest half day.

Data Presentation

This report presents the percent of student attendance for all grades (PK-
12, non-graded) in the schooal, district, and state, based on the school
category. Tables 9a, 9b, 9c, and 9d—Student Attendance— present the
percent of student attendance for each schoal in the district. District and
state percentages are presented for comparison of all schools. Schools
are presented by category and in site code order.

It should be noted that, for purposes of this report, the percent of students
in attendance represents the current year's data; however, the
accountability attendance index displayed in previous publications was
based on previous year's attendance data due to data collection
timelines.

Definitions
» Aggregate days attendance—the total number of days that students
are present at the schoal site over the course of the school year.

*  Aggregate days member ship—the total number of days that students
are enrolled (but not necessarily present at the school site) over the
course of the school year.

« Day of attendance—effective with the 1992-93 school year, when a
student “ (1) is physically present at a school site or is participating in
an authorized school activity and (2) is under the supervision of
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authorized personnel. This definition extends to students who are
homebound, assigned to and participating in drug rehabilitation
programs that contain a State-approved education component, or
participating in school-authorized fidd trips.” (Bulletin 741)

“ Students who meet the above criteria and are present at the school
site for more than 25% but not more than 50% of the student’s
instructional day shall be credited with a half day of attendance.
Those who meet the above criteria and are present for more than
50% of the student’s instructional day are credited with a whole day
of attendance. Students who are not physically present or who are
participating for 25% or less of their instructional day will be
considered absent for reporting purposes.  Absences, whether
excused or unexcused, shall be counted as an absence for reporting to
the Department.” (Bulletin 741)

The above definition refers to the “amount” of time receiving
instruction that is required to be considered in attendance. This
definition was piloted for the 1992-93 school year and has been in
effect statewide since the 1993-94 school year.

e Percent of student attendance—the ratio of aggregate days student
attendance to aggregate days membership.

M ethod of Calculation

The formulas used in calculating percent of student attendance are
presented on the following page.

Data Sources

The attendance indicator is based on district-reported data submitted to
the Louisiana Department of Education via the Student Information
System (SIS).



Refer ences

Bamber, C. (1979). Student and teacher absenteeism. Phi Dedta Kappa Fastback.
126, 12.

Bennett, W. J. (1988). American Education - Making It Work. 17. Washington, DC:
U.S. Government Printing Office.

Louisiana Department of Education. Handbook for Louisiana School Administrators
(Bulletin 741). Baton Rouge, La.: Author.

For mulas Used to Calculate Percent of Student Attendance

School-level Aggregation

Aggregate Days of Attendance
Percent of Sudent Attendance = - X 100
Aggregate Days of Membership

District-level Aggregation

Total Aggregate Days of Attendance for

Percent of Sudent Attendance = All Schoolsin the District X 100°

Total Aggregate Days of Membership
for All Schoolsin the District

State-level Aggregation

Total Aggregate Days of Attendance for

Percent of Sudent Attendance = All Schoolsin the Sate X 100"

Total Aggregate Days of Member ship
for All Schoolsin the State

"Note: Because of school categorization, the numerator and denominator will vary. For example, Percent of Student Attendance in Elementary Schools =
(Aggregate Days of Attendance for All Elementary Schools / Aggregate Days of Membership for All Elementary Schools) X 100.
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Table 9a: Percent of Student Attendance

Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010002  Barbe Elementary School 94.5 93.7 93.5
010006  Brentwood Elementary Schoal 95.7 95.7 96.0
010009  Jessie D. Clifton Elementary School 96.5 95.6 95.8
010010  Cadllege Oaks Elementary Schoal 95.7 95.7 95.3
010011  Doretha A. Combre Elementary Schoal 95.0 95.4 94.6
010012 T. S. Cooley Elementary Magnet School 96.7 97.2 97.1
010013  DeQuincy Elementary School 94.1 93.8 93.3
010016  Dolby Elementary Schoal 96.1 96.9 96.1
010017 RosaFonde Elementary 96.3 95.4 Closed
010018  Fairview Elementary School 96.5 96.2 95.9
010019  Frasch Elementary School 96.9 96.7 96.2
010023 W. T. Henning Elementary School 95.8 95.8 95.3
010024  Henry Heights Elementary School 96.3 95.6 96.1
010027  John L. Johnson 11, Elementary Schoal 96.5 96.9 95.5
010028 M. J. Kaufman Elementary School 95.8 95.9 95.3
010029  John F. Kennedy Elementary School 96.4 95.8 95.8
010030 E. K. Key Elementary School 95.3 94.6 93.7
010036  Maplewood Middle School 95.8 96.1 95.6
010039  Moss Bluff Elementary School 95.4 95.8 95.7
010042 A. A. Neson Elementary Schoal 96.3 96.6 95.8
010043  Oak Park Elementary School 96.2 96.5 95.9
010045 D. S. Perkins Elementary School 93.3 94.1 93.6
010046  Prien Lake Elementary Schoal 96.4 96.7 95.6
010050  st. John Elementary School 95.6 95.6 93.8
010053  Vincent Settlement Elementary School 95.7 95.5 95.0
010054  Richard W. Vincent Elementary School 95.1 95.2 95.4
010055  Vinton Elementary School 95.1 94.7 94.9
010059  T. H. Watkins Elementary School 96.3 96.6 95.8
010060  J. I. Watson Middle Schoal 94.8 94.7 93.6
010061  Pearl Watson Elementary Schoal 96.0 96.5 95.6,
010063  Western Heights Elementary School 95.5 95.2 94.8
010065  Westwood Elementary School 95.3 95.1 94.9
010067  Ralph F. Wilson Elementary School 96.9 97.0 97.3
010068  Gillis Elementary Schoal 95.4 95.0 95.2
010071  Jake Drost Schoal for Exceptional Children 93.3 Combo 91.4

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 9a: Percent of Student Attendance
Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
District (Elementary Schools) 95.7 95.6 95.2
District (All Schools) 93.9 93.8 93.7
State (Elementary Schools) 95.2 95.5 95.1
State (All Schools) 93.5 94.0 93.7

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 9b: Percent of Student Attendance
Middle/Jr. High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010001 S. P. Arnette Middle School 93.7 94.4 94.4
010015  DeQuincy Middle Schoal 92.8 93.4 92.8
010034 W. W. Lewis Middle Schoal 94.3 94.4 94.5
010035 LeBlanc Middle School 93.5 93.7 93.5
010038 Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet Schoal 92.2 92.7 93.1
010040  Moss Bluff Middle School 94.3 94.4 94.2
010044  Oak Park Middle Schoal 93.5 94.7 93.7
010047  Reynaud Middle School 90.4 90.1 90.7
010057  Vinton Middle School 93.3 93.7 94.0
010062 S. J. Welsh Middle Schoal 94.5 94.3 93.7
010066  F. K. White Middle School 924.1 94.3 93.7
Digtrict (Middle/Jr. High Schools) 93.6 93.9 93.7
Digtrict (All Schools) 93.9 93.8 93.7
Sate (Middle/Jr. High Schools) 92.8 93.4 93.1
State (All Schools) 93.5 94.0 93.7

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table9c

. Percent of Student Attendance

High Schools
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010003  Barbe, Alfred M., High School 91.5 90.9 90.7
010014  DeQuincy High School 90.9 91.3 92.5
010025  Houston, Sam, High Schoal 91.1 92.1 91.8
010026  lowaHigh School 91.5 91.7 91.9
010031  Lake Charles/Boston High School 90.9 89.3 89.7
010033 LaGrange High School 89.4 89.3 89.7
010052  Sulphur High School 91.0 91.4 92.0
010056  Vinton High Schoal 92.6 92.2 91.4
010058 Washington/Marion Magnet High Schoal 88.4 87.3 89.1
010064  Westlake High School 93.4 92.4 92.5
010070  Calcasieu P.M. High School 90.4 84.8 86.1
010072  Calcasieu Career Center 87.3 85.4 84.3
District (High Schools) 90.8 90.6 90.9
District (All Schools) 93.9 93.8 93.7
Sate (High Schools) 90.9 91.5 91.3
State (All Schools) 93.5 94.0 93.7

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 9d: Percent of Student Attendance
Combination Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010004  Bell City High School 94.7 94.0 93.5
010051  starks High Schoal 94.5 94.5 93.5
010071  Jake Drost Schoal for Exceptional Children 93.3 92.1 Elem
District (Combination Schools) 94.6 94.2 93.5
District (All Schools) 93.9 93.8 93.7
State (Combination Schools) 94.1 94.0 93.3
State (All Schools) 93.5 94.0 93.7

~ = Unavailable Data
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Students Suspended and Expelled

Student suspension harms not only students by depriving them of
valuable instruction, but also communities, the individual school, and
school district (Garibaldi, 1978).

Data Presentation

Tables 10a, 10b, 10c, and 10d present the number and percent of
students suspended and the number and percent of students expelled for
each schoal in the district. School category statistics are provided at the
district and state leved for comparison purposes. Schools are listed by
category and in site code order. It should be pointed out that the “ students
suspended” number reflects the number of students at the school site who
were suspended at least once during the school year (unduplicated count).

Definitions

»  Cumulative Enrollment—the sum of all students enrolled in a school
or district for at least one school day during the course of the school
year, used as the denominator for calculating school- and district-
leve suspension and expulsion percents.

e In-school Expulsion—a student temporarily removed from hisher
usual classroom placement to an alternative setting for a period of
time specified by the LEA; no interruption of instructional services
occurs.

* In-school Suspension—a student temporarily removed from hisher
usual classroom placement to an alternative setting for a minimum of
one complete school day; no interruption of instructional services
occurs.

e Qut-of-school Expulsion—the removal (exit) of a student from
school for a determined number of days with no provision of
instructional services.

e Qut-of-school Suspension—a student temporarily prohibited from
participating in his’/her usual placement within school, with no
provision of instructional service; only suspensions resulting in
removal for at least one full day are included.

M ethod of Calculation

Suspensions and expulsions are calculated for students enrolled in grades
PK-12 and non-graded. The formulas listed at the bottom of this page
were used to calculate the desired school- and district-level percentages
for each school category, as wdl as district-level percentages for all
schools.

Data Sources

The suspension and expulsion indicators are based on district-reported
data submitted to the Louisiana Department of Education via the Student
Information System (SIS).

Schools which report comparatively high suspension rates
tend to serve more low-income students than those which
report low suspension rates. Suspension rates tend to be
higher among large schools. Middle schools and high
schools report higher suspension rates than schools with
other grade configurations. Finally, class enrollments are
larger in high-suspension schools (Kennedy, 1993). This
research is further supported by Franklin and Glascock
(1994), who found that suspension rates are significantly
higher in middle schools than in elementary or combination
(K-12) schools.

Refer ences

Garibaldi, A. M. (1978). In-School Alternatives to Suspension: Conference Report.
Washington, D.C.: U.S. Government Printing Office.

Kennedy, E. (1993). A study of out-of-school suspensions and expulsions in Louisiana
public schools. Report to the Board of Elementary and Secondary Education.
Baton Rouge, La.: Louisiana Department of Education.
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Formulas Used to Calculate Percent of Students Suspended, Expelled

School-level Aggregation

Number of Students Su ded (unduplicated t
Percent of Sudents Suspended = LITDeEr o ucerts .Spen (unduplicated count) X 100
Cumulative Enrollment

Percent of Sudents Expelled = Number of Students Expdled (unduplicated count) X 100
Cumulative Enrollment

District-level Aggregation

Total Number of Students Suspended

for All Schoolsin the District (unduplicated t
Percent of Sudents Suspended = =l 003|.n e District (unduplicated count) X 100"
Cumulative Enrollment for All

Schools in the District

Total Number of Students Expelled

for All Schoolsin the District (unduplicated count) N
Percent of Sudents Expelled = - X 100
Cumulative Enrollment for All

Schoolsin the District

"Note: Because of school categorization, the numerator and denominator will vary. For example, Percent of Elementary Students Suspended
= (Number of Elementary Students Suspended / Cumulative Elementary Student Enrollment) X 100.
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Table 10a: Students Suspended and Expelled
Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010002 Barbe Elementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 5.2 20 5.4 24 8.1 35
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010006 Brentwood Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.3 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 1.2 5 1.0 4 1.9 9
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010010 College OaksElementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 4.3 19 5.6 25 9.2 41
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010011 Doretha A. Combre Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 17 5 0.0 0 3.2 15
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010012 T.S. Cooley Elementary Magnet Schoal
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 1.3 4 1.6 5 2.6 8
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010013 DeQuincy Elementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 1.3 10 0.7 5 15 12
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010016 Dolby Elementary School
Suspended (In Schoal) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) ~ ~ 0.3 1 0.0 0
Expelled (In Schoal) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10a: Students Suspended and Expelled

010017 RosaFondel Elementary

Elementary Schools

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

010018

010019

010028 M.

010030

010036 M

Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Suspended (Out of School) 2.7 6 3.7 9| Closed| Closed
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Fairview Elementary School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 3.1 15 2.4 13 0.7 4
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Frasch Elementary School
Suspended (In Schoal) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) ~ ~ 0.2 1 0.0 0
Expelled (In Schoal) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
J. Kaufman Elementary School
Suspended (In Schoal) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) ~ ~ 0.9 3 0.8 3
Expelled (In Schoal) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
010029 John F. Kennedy Elementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 0.3 1 0.0 0 0.8 3
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
E. K. Key Elementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 0.2 1 0.8 4 1.0 5
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
lewood Middle School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.7 9 0.1 1 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 3.2 41 2.9 34 4.0 46
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 2 0.0 0 0.2 2
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10a: Students Suspended and Expelled
Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010039 M oss Bluff Elementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 15 16 1.3 13 35 36
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010042 A. A. Nelson Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 1.6 9 1.8 10 2.0 12
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010043 Oak Park Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In Schoal) 2.3 11 2.0 9 1.0 4
Suspended (Out of School) 9.9 48 8.5 38 8.5 35
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010045 D. S. Perkins Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 14 5 11 4 5.2 20
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010046 Prien Lake Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 0.8 5 2.6 15 1.0 6
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010050  St. John Elementary School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.5 3 0.2 1
Suspended (Out of School) 1.8 11 34 21 2.7 17
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010053 Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.7 3 0.2 1
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 1.6 6 1.0 4 1.2 5
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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010054

010055

010059

010060

010061

010063

010065

Table 10a: Students Suspended and Expelled

Richard W. Vincent Elementary School

Elementary Schools

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.2 1
Suspended (Out of School) 11 5 25 12 4.4 21
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Vinton Elementary Schoadl
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 5.0 31 5.9 37 0.7 4
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
T. H. WatkinsElementary School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.3 1
Suspended (Out of School) 4.0 13 9.0 33 9.7 33
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
J. 1. Watson Middle School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.4 5 0.0 0 0.1 1
Suspended (Out of School) 5.5 74 7.1 99 9.8 140
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.1 2 0.1 2 0.3 5
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.1 1 0.1 2
Pear| Watson Elementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 11.3 58 7.7 41 5.6 33
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.2 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
Western Heights Elementary School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 11 5 0.5 2 1.6 7
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Westwood Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.2 1 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 0.5 3 2.8 16 3.6 20
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10a: Students Suspended and Expelled
Elementary Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010067 Ralph F. Wilson Elementary Schoal
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 0.2 1 0.4 2 1.0 5
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
010068 GillisElementary Schoal
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 1.1 8 14 10 1.8 13
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
District (Elementary Schools)
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.1 26 0.1 17 0.1 9
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 25 420 2.8 483 34| 582
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 4 0.0 2 0.0 7
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 1 0.0 1 0.0 2
District (All Schoals)
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.3 116 0.1 42 0.1 27
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 9.9 3,450 9.0l 3,115 9.4/ 3,251
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.6 207 0.6 192 0.5 187
Expelled (Out of School) 0.4 150 0.3 116 0.4 151
State (Elementary Schoals)
Suspended (In School) 3.4/ 12,975 3.6/ 14,134 4.0| 15,757
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 5.1] 19,705 5.0/ 19,639 5.7| 22,612
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.1 190 0.1 350 0.1 352
Expelled (Out of School) 0.1 214 0.1 228 0.1 287
Sate (All Schools)
Suspended (In School) 8.1 63,578 8.3 65,115 9.3 72,473
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 10.5| 82,290 9.6| 74,907 9.7| 75,601
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 1,779 0.3] 2,127 0.4/ 2,805
Expelled (Out of School) 0.5 3,601 0.4, 2,839 0.4/ 3,089

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10b: Students Suspended and Expelled

010001 S. P. Arnette Middle School

Middle/Jr. High Schools

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

010015 D

010034

010035

010038

010040

010044

Suspended (In School) 35 20 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 9.0 51 10.6 53 14.9 73
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 2 0.4 2 0.8 4
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.2 1 0.4 2
uincy Middle School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.6 2 0.6 2 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 26.2 95 16.6 54 19.8 63
Expelled (In Schoal) 3.3 12 0.3 1 1.3 4
Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 1 0.0 0 0.6 2
W. W. LewisMiddle School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.1 1 0.2 2 0.5 4
Suspended (Out of School) 15.7 132 15.2 124 13.9 113
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.8 7 0.6 5 0.4 3
Expelled (Out of School) 0.2 2 0.1 1 0.0 0
LeBlanc Middle School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 20.2 103 18.8 90 17.2 81
Expelled (In Schoal) 1.6 8 0.8 4 0.4 2
Expelled (Out of School) 0.4 2 0.4 2 0.2 1
Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.5 3 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 18.4 127 19.9 118 17.9 117
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 2 1.2 7 1.8 12
Expelled (Out of School) 15 10 0.8 5 1.2 8
M oss Bluff Middle Schoal
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 9.2 89 7.8 73 7.6 68
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.6 6 0.5 5 0.7 6
Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 3 0.0 0 0.2 2
Oak Park Middle School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.2 1 0.0 0 0.4 2
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 319 205 30.5 184 30.5 171
Expelled (In Schoal) 3.7 24 3.1 19 3.6 20
Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 2 0.5 3 0.9 5

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10b: Students Suspended and Expelled
Middle/Jr. High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

010047 Reynaud Middle School

Suspended (In Schoal) 0.2 1 0.2 1 0.0 0

Suspended (Out of Schoal) 46.0 198 49.0, 204 45.3 181

Expelled (In Schoal) 3.7 16 7.0 29 5.3 21

Expelled (Out of School) 2.1 9 34 14 1.8 7
010057 Vinton Middle School

Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

Suspended (Out of Schoal) 25.3 75 24.3 68 22.7 61

Expelled (In Schoal) 2.7 8 2.1 6 2.2 6

Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 1 0.4 1 0.4 1
010062 S.J. Welsh Middle Schoal

Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

Suspended (Out of School) 14.5 177 13.7 163 16.5 213

Expelled (In Schoal) 0.5 6 1.0 12 1.0 13

Expelled (Out of School) 0.6 7 0.2 2 0.5 6
010066 F. K. White Middle Schoal

Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

Suspended (Out of School) 21.4 195 21.8 187 27.0 237

Expelled (In Schoal) 14 13 2.0 17 1.6 14

Expelled (Out of School) 0.9 8 0.2 2 0.8 7

~ = Unavailable Data
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District (Middle/Jdr. High Schools)

Table 10b: Students Suspended and Expelled
Middle/Jr. High Schools

District (All Schools)

State (Middle/Jr. High Schools)

Sate (All Schools)

Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number Percent|Number
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.3 25 0.1 8 0.1 6
Suspended (Out of School) 20.0 1,421 19.1) 1,289 19.8] 1,330
Expdlled (In School) 15 104 1.6 107 1.6 105
Expelled (Out of School) 0.6 45 0.5 31 0.6 41
Suspended (In School) 0.3 116 0.1 42 0.1 27
Suspended (Out of School) 9.9] 3,450 9.0 3,115 9.4 3,251
Expdlled (In School) 0.6 207 0.6 192 0.5 187
Expelled (Out of School) 0.4 150 0.3 116 0.4 151
Suspended (In School) 16.4| 21,735 15.7| 22,378 18.1) 25,415
Suspended (Out of School) 19.4| 25,751 16.5| 23,542 16.6| 23,350
Expdlled (In School) 0.6 756 0.6 918 1.0l 1,362
Expelled (Out of School) 1.1] 1,482 0.8 1,151 1.0 1,370
Suspended (In School) 8.1 63,578 8.3| 65,115 9.3| 72,473
Suspended (Out of School) 10.5| 82,290 9.6| 74,907 9.7| 75,601
Expdlled (In School) 0.2 1,779 0.3| 2,127 0.4 2,805
Expelled (Out of School) 0.5| 3,601 0.4 2,839 0.4| 3,089

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10c: Students Suspended and Expelled
High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010003 Barbe, Alfred M., High School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 6.8 122 7.6 133 5.5 97
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.7 12 0.9 16 0.8 14
Expelled (Out of School) 0.2 4 0.2 4 0.2 3
010014 DeQuincy High School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 26.9 102 25.4 97 27.7 107
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.5 2 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.3 1
010025 Houston, Sam, High School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.1 1
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 22.0 267 19.7 220 19.5| 226
Expelled (In Schoal) 1.6 20 0.6 7 0.3 4
Expelled (Out of School) 1.0 12 0.2 2 0.3 4
010026 lowaHigh School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.2 1 15 9 0.7 4
Suspended (Out of School) 18.8 111 18.1 111 16.3 91
Expelled (In Schoal) 15 9 1.3 8 2.3 13
Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 2 0.3 2 0.0 0
010031 Lake CharlegBoston High School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.1 1 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 10.3 69 6.3 47 11.1 78
Expelled (In Schoal) 1.2 8 0.4 3 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.6 4 0.4 3 0.4 3
010033 LaGrange High Schoal
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.1 1 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 24.4 322 17.2 220 17.4 214
Expelled (In Schoal) 1.1 15 0.5 7 1.1 13
Expelled (Out of School) 0.5 6 0.2 3 0.4 5
010052  Sulphur High School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.1 1 0.1 3 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 5.8 120 5.2 108 4.0 83
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 6 11 22 0.5 10
Expelled (Out of School) 0.2 4 0.0 1 0.3 6

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10c: Students Suspended and Expelled
High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

010056  Vinton High School

Suspended (In Schoal) 1.3 5 0.0 0 0.0 0

Suspended (Out of School) 14.6 55 7.7 30 6.7 24

Expelled (In Schoal) 0.5 2 0.3 1 0.8 3

Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 1 0.0 0 0.6 2
010058 Washington/Marion Magnet High School

Suspended (In Schoal) 4.0 37 0.0 0 0.0 0

Suspended (Out of Schoal) 2700 247 229 208 26.8] 229

Expelled (In Schoal) 1.5 14 1.4 13 1.5 13

Expelled (Out of School) 1.2 11 0.4 4 0.3 3
010064 Westlake High School

Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.2 1 0.0 0

Suspended (Out of School) 19.7 139 18.3 118 18.0 110

Expelled (In Schoal) 1.6 11 0.5 3 0.8 5

Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 2 0.2 1 0.2 1
010072 Calcasieu Career Center

Suspended (In Schoal) 6.0 21 0.9 3 0.7 2

Suspended (Out of School) 42.7 150 48.6 156 53.9 167

Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0

Expelled (Out of School) 16.2 57 20.6 66 25.8 80

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10c: Students Suspended and Expelled
High Schools

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

District (High Schools)

Suspended (In Schoal) 0.7 65 0.2 18 0.1 7

Suspended (Out of Schoal) 16.3| 1,641 13.9] 1,390 14.0] 1,369

Expelled (In Schoal) 1.0 97 0.8 82 0.8 75

Expelled (Out of School) 1.0 103 0.9 86 11 108
District (All Schools)

Suspended (In Schoal) 0.3 116 0.1 42 0.1 27

Suspended (Out of Schoal) 9.9 3,450 9.0 3,115 9.4/ 3,251

Expelled (In Schoal) 0.6 207 0.6 192 0.5 187

Expelled (Out of School) 0.4 150 0.3 116 0.4 151
State (High Schools)

Suspended (In School) 11.8| 27,296 12.3| 26,567 14.3| 29,213

Suspended (Out of Schoal) 14.9| 34,314 13.5| 29,224 12.9| 26,389

Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 701 0.4/ 810 0.5 1,060

Expelled (Out of School) 0.8] 1,797 0.6] 1,317 0.6 1,207
Sate (All Schools)

Suspended (In School) 8.1 63,578 8.3 65,115 9.3 72,473

Suspended (Out of School) 10.5| 82,290 9.6| 74,907 9.7| 75,601

Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 1,779 0.3] 2,127 0.4/ 2,805

Expelled (Out of School) 0.5 3,601 0.4, 2,839 0.4/ 3,089

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 10d

Combination Schools

. Students Suspended and Expelled

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010004 Bell City High School
Suspended (In School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Suspended (Out of School) 5.5 33 4.6 25 7.4 39
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 2 0.2 1 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.2 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
010051  StarksHigh School
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.1 5
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 3.0 12 5.2 22 7.1 32
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
District (Combination Schools)
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.5 5
Suspended (Out of School) 4.4 45 4.7 47 7.3 71
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 2 0.1 1 0.0 0
Expelled (Out of School) 0.1 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
District (All Schoals)
Suspended (In Schoal) 0.3 116 0.1 42 0.1 27
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 9.9 3,450 9.0l 3,115 9.4/ 3,251
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.6 207 0.6 192 0.5 187
Expelled (Out of School) 0.4 150 0.3 116 0.4 151
State (Combination Schools)
Suspended (In School) 3.9 1,712 5.3 2,173 4.9 2,274
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 7.3 3,185 8.0 3,238 8.6/ 4,029
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.3 133 0.1 50 0.1 32
Expelled (Out of School) 0.3 128 0.4 156 0.5 232
Sate (All Schools)
Suspended (In School) 8.1 63,578 8.3 65,115 9.3 72,473
Suspended (Out of Schoal) 10.5| 82,290 9.6| 74,907 9.7| 75,601
Expelled (In Schoal) 0.2 1,779 0.3] 2,127 0.4/ 2,805
Expelled (Out of School) 0.5 3,601 0.4, 2,839 0.4/ 3,089

~ = Unavailable Data
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Student Dropouts

Students who drop out of school deprive our country of potentially
valuable human resources (Hershaff, 1980). Research indicates that
dropping out of school has negative consequences both for the individual
who drops out and for society (Curry, Payson, and Sandhu, 1990).

Over the last 20 years, there has been a general increase in high school
completion rates. Despite these gains, dropout rates remain at
unacceptably high levels. The monitoring of high school dropout rates
provides one measure of our progress in increasing the educational
attainment of the stat€'s youth. Unfortunately, determining the exact
number of students who actually drop out of school is extremey difficult
due to lack of uniformity in reporting the reasons students exit from their
respective school systems.

Data Presentation

Table 11, Student Dropouts, presents by grade levd the number and
percent of students who have dropped out of school for grades 7-12.
District and state percents are also presented for the various grade levels.
Data are presented by school site code for all schools in the district
whose grade structure includes grade seven or higher. As found
throughout this publication, district and state humbers and percents are
offered for comparison purposes.

Definitions

»  Cumulative Enrollment—the sum of all students enrolled in a school
or district for at least one school day during the course of the school
year, used as the denominator for calculating school- and district-
leve suspension and expulsion percents.

e Dropout Denominator—cumulative enrollment plus any dropouts
not included in cumulative enrollment (e.g., reported non-reported
summer dropouts).

e Dropout— Students who have dropped out of school (event rate) for
grades 7-12. For any given year (the "current year") a dropout is a
student who (1) was enrolled at the end of the previous year

(therefore expected to returnin current year), and who does not enroll
on or before October 1 of current year and therefore becomes a
current year dropout or (2) a student who attended school at any
point in the current year, and then exits (during the current year), and
who does not re-enter school on or before October 1 of following
year and therefore becomes a current year dropout.

Exceptions. Students exited for following reasons are not considered
dropouts:

e graduated or completed other approved educational program
e temporary absence dueto illness or expulsion

» transfer to correctional institution

» transfer to non public school or home schooling

» transfer out of state

For the purpose of this dropout definition,

e aschool year is the 12-month period of time beginning with
the normal opening of school in the fall (operationally set as
October 1%), with dropouts from the previous summer
reported for the year and grade for which they fail to enrall;

e anindividual has graduated from high school or completed
an approved education program upon recept of formal
recognition from school authorities; and

e adtate or district-approved education program may include
special education programs, home-based instruction, and
school-sponsored secondary (but NOT adult) programs
leading to a GED or some other certification differing from
theregular diploma’ (NCES, 1993).

* Refers to a district outside Louisiana.
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M ethod of Calculation

Louisiana’'s school- and district-level student dropout percents are
calculated by dividing the total number of student dropouts in each grade
for grades 7-12 by the dropout denominator for that grade. The formulas
used to produce percent of student dropouts are presented at the bottom
of this page.

Data Sources

The dropout indicator is based on district-reported data submitted to the
Louisiana Department of Education via the Sudent Information System
(S1S).

Refer ences

Curry, B. A., Payson, James and Sandhu, Daya S. (1990). Efficacy of a university
designed dropout prevention program for at-risk adolescents of Louisiana
Louisiana Education Research Journal. XVI:1, 52.

National Center for Education Statistics (1993). Dropout rates in the United Sates:
1993. U.S. Department of Education, Office of Educational Research and
Improvement. Government Printing Office: Washington, DC.

Formulas Used to Calculate Percent of Student Dropouts
(Grades 7-12)

School-level Aggregation

Percent of Sudent Dropouts

Number of Student Dropouts
(By Grade Level)

(By Grade Level) =

- X 100
Dropout Denominator

(By Grade Level)

District-level Aggregation

Total Number of Student Dropouts (By Grade Level)

Percent of Sudent Dropouts

For All Schoolsin the District

(By Grade Level)

X 100
Dropout Denominator (By Grade Level)
For All Schoolsin the District
State-level Aggregation
Total Number of Student Dropouts (By Grade Level)
For All Schoolsin the Sate X 100

Percent of Sudent Dropouts

(By Grade Level)
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Dropout Denominator (By Grade Level)

For All Schoolsin the Sate



010001

010003

010004

010014

010015

010025

Table 11: Student Dropouts

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01°| 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
S. P. Arnette Middle School
Grade 7 0.6 1 17 3 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 0.6 1 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Barbe, Alfred M., High School
Grade 9 3.3 18 37 18 ~ ~
Grade 10 4.3 18 4.5 23 ~ ~
Grade 11 21 8 2.6 10 ~ ~
Grade 12 2.7 11 2.1 8 ~ ~
Grades9-12 31 55 34 59 ~ ~
Bell City High School
Grade 7 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 2.2 1 ~ ~
Grade 9 9.8 4 6.3 3 ~ ~
Grade 10 1.7 1 27 1 ~ ~
Grade 11 5.6 3 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 12 2.2 1 5.9 3 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 4.5 9 3.7 7 ~ ~
DeQuincy High School
Grade 9 ~ ~ 3.8 5 ~ ~
Grade 10 3.9 4 5.4 5 ~ ~
Grade 11 4.8 4 6.0 5 ~ ~
Grade 12 ~ ~ 6.6 5 ~ ~
Grades9-12 23 8 5.2 20 ~ ~
DeQuincy Middle School
Grade 7 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 23 3 1.0 1 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Houston, Sam, High School
Grade 9 5.7 19 3.9 12 ~ ~
Grade 10 3.6 12 5.4 15 ~ ~
Grade 11 2.0 5 2.4 7 ~ ~
Grade 12 23 6 3.3 8 ~ ~
Grades9-12 3.6 42 3.8 42 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data

* Current year's Student Dropout data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's datais displayed as the most recently available data.
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010026

010031

010033

010034

010035

010036

010038

Table 11: Student Dropouts

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01°| 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
lowa High School
Grade 9 6.8 13 10.0 21 ~ ~
Grade 10 4.7 6 8.1 13 ~ ~
Grade 11 5.9 7 2.3 3 ~ ~
Grade 12 7.8 10 6.0 7 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 6.4 36 7.1 44 ~ ~
Lake CharlesBoston High Schoal
Grade 9 4.8 10 4.6 11 ~ ~
Grade 10 9.7 19 6.2 12 ~ ~
Grade 11 9.9 10 7.0 13 ~ ~
Grade 12 11.0 11 9.8 11 ~ ~
Grades9-12 8.3 50 6.4 47 ~ ~
LaGrange High Schoal
Grade 9 6.9 27 6.5 25 ~ ~
Grade 10 6.5 21 6.0 19 ~ ~
Grade 11 4.0 11 6.8 19 ~ ~
Grade 12 5.2 12 2.9 8 ~ ~
Grades9-12 5.8 71 5.6 71 ~ ~
W. W. LewisMiddle School
Grade 7 0.4 1 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
LeBlanc Middle School
Grade 7 0.7 1 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 11 2 1.8 3 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Grade 7 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet School
Grade 7 2.6 5 0.9 2 ~ ~
Grade 8 2.8 6 1.8 3 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data

* Current year's Student Dropout data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's datais displayed as the most recently available data.
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Table 11: Student Dropouts

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01°| 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010040 MossBluff Middle Schoal
Grade 7 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 0.6 2 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
010044 Oak Park Middle School
Grade 7 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 0.6 1 15 3 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
010047 Reynaud Middle School
Grade 7 4.0 5 0.7 1 ~ ~
Grade 8 3.8 4 35 4 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
010051  StarksHigh School
Grade 7 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 5.9 2 ~ ~
Grade 9 2.9 1 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 10 5.0 1 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 11 ~ ~ 5.0 1 ~ ~
Grade 12 ~ ~ 9.1 3 ~ ~
Grades9-12 1.8 2 3.6 4 ~ ~
010052  Sulphur High School
Grade 9 7.4 44 5.6 38 ~ ~
Grade 10 6.5 37 7.3 38 ~ ~
Grade 11 4.7 20 4.6 22 ~ ~
Grade 12 4.4 17 5.1 21 ~ ~
Grades9-12 6.0 118 5.7 119 ~ ~
010056  Vinton High School
Grade 9 1.0 1 17 2 ~ ~
Grade 10 4.0 4 6.4 6 ~ ~
Grade 11 8.8 7 4.6 4 ~ ~
Grade 12 1.4 1 4.9 4 ~ ~
Grades9-12 3.7 13 4.2 16 ~ ~
010057 Vinton Middle School
Grade 7 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grade 8 1.9 2 11 1 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data
* Current year's Student Dropout data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's datais displayed as the most recently available data.
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Table 11: Student Dropouts

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01°| 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010058 Washington/Marion Magnet High School
Grade 9 6.4 18 5.1 15 ~ ~
Grade 10 8.3 19 7.2 17 ~ ~
Grade 11 4.7 9 3.0 6 ~ ~
Grade 12 4.5 7 3.9 7 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 6.1 53 4.9 45 ~ ~
010060 J. . Watson Middle Schoal
Grade 7 0.7 1 0.6 1 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
010062 S.J. Welsh Middle Schoal
Grade 7 ~ ~ 1.3 5 ~ ~
Grade 8 ~ ~ 0.3 1 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
010064 Westlake High School
Grade 9 3.3 7 2.2 4 ~ ~
Grade 10 4.9 8 4.5 8 ~ ~
Grade 11 4.5 7 1.4 2 ~ ~
Grade 12 5.3 8 7.9 11 ~ ~
Grades9-12 4.4 30 3.9 25 ~ ~
010066 F. K. White Middle Schoal
Grade 7 0.3 1 0.3 1 ~ ~
Grade 8 0.8 2 14 4 ~ ~
Grades9-12 ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
010070 Calcasieu P.M. High School
Grade 9 73.3 11 48.4 15 ~ ~
Grade 10 75.0 6 54.2 13 ~ ~
Grade 11 57.9 11 53.8 14 ~ ~
Grade 12 53.1 17 46.3 19 ~ ~
Grades9-12 60.8 45 50.0 61 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data

* Current year's Student Dropout data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's datais displayed as the most recently available data.
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Table 11: Student Dropouts

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01°| 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010072 Calcasieu Career Center
Grade 7 2.9 2 7.1 5 ~ ~
Grade 8 6.5 3 10.9 6 ~ ~
Grade 9 18.7 17 18.9 14 ~ ~
Grade 10 22.2 12 28.9 13 ~ ~
Grade 11 18.5 5 9.7 3 ~ ~
Grade 12 33.3 6 33.3 3 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 21.1 40 20.8 33 ~ ~
District
Grade 7 0.7 17 0.7 18 ~ ~
Grade 8 0.9 23 1.3 32 ~ ~
Grade 9 6.5 190 6.0 183 ~ ~
Grade 10 6.5 168 7.0 183 ~ ~
Grade 11 5.0 107 4.7 109 ~ ~
Grade 12 5.2 107 5.6 118 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 5.9 572 5.9 593 ~ ~
State
Grade 7 2.1 1,309 22| 1,333 ~ ~
Grade 8 2.9 1,703 3.2 1,898 ~ ~
Grade 9 10.3] 7,181 9.5/ 6,572 ~ ~
Grade 10 9.6/ 5,572 8.9 5,073 ~ ~
Grade 11 8.5 4,185 8.1 3,943 ~ ~
Grade 12 8.8| 3,985 7.4 3411 ~ ~
Grades9 - 12 9.4 20,923 8.6 18,999 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable Data
* Current year's Student Dropout data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's datais displayed as the most recently available data.
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Student Achievement Overview

This section presents the test results for many of the assessments
performed in Louisiana. For many years, assessment results have been
used by both state and local educators for a variety of purposes such as
planning instruction, determining individual students needs, and as part
of the criteria for graduation from Louisiana public high schools. In
recent years the focus on test results in Louisiana has increased with the
implementation of new State palicies, including accountability and high
stakes testing.

The first part of this section presents the results of the Developmental
Reading Assessment (DRA) for grades 2 and 3. The DRA is a reading
ability assessment used to identify students in need of individualized
reading instruction.

The second part of this section presents the results of the Louisiana
Educational Assessment Program for the 21% Century (LEAP 21) tests,
the new Louisiana criterion-referenced tests. The LEAP 21, administered
to students in grades 4 and 8, is used to measure how well students have
mastered the recently mandated State content standards.

The third part of this section presents results of the Graduation Exit
Examination for the 21% Century (GEE 21). The GEE 21 replaces the old
GEE, which has been in place since Spring of 1989. The GEE 21 was
administered for the first time to tenth graders in the spring of 2001 and
the results are presented in this section. The old GEE will be
administered overtime to students in grade 10 and 11. Students in the
class of 2002, must pass all five components of the old GEE to graduate
from a public high schoal in Louisiana in addition to having 23 Carnegie
units of academic credit. Students in the class of 2004 must pass English
Language Arts, Math and either Science or Social Studies to graduate
from High School.

The fourth part of this section presents the results of the Graduation Exit
Examination (GEE), the initial Louisiana criterion-referenced test, which
is being replaced by the GEE 21. There remains a cohort of 11" grade
students who are finishing the old GEE testing series and therefore these
have GEE testing results.

The fifth part of this section presents the results of the Louisiana norm-
referenced test, The lowa Tests, administered to students in grades 3, 5,
6, 7, 8 (for option 2 students) and 9. The lowa Tests are a nationally
normed, standardized achievement test battery.

For all tests included in the Student Achievement section, results are

shown for all public schoadls in the district with available scores. The
district and state results are presented for comparison purposes.
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Developmental Reading Assessment Results

The ability to read is essential to survive in our society. Many children
learn to read quickly and efficiently once exposed to formal instruction.
However, for some students this skill acquisition is not an easy task. It
is critical that these children receive high quality instruction, which
emphasizes language and literacy skills during their first years of
school. In 1997, the Louisiana Legidature began funding a K-3
Reading and Mathematics Initiative, which focuses on providing
prevention, intervention, and remediation for these students. A separate
piece of legislation required that the number of students reading below
grade levd in al second and third grades throughout the state be
reported at the beginning of each school year.

In 1998, the State Board of Elementary and Secondary Education
(SBESE) approved the Developmental Reading Assessment (DRA) as
the reading ability assessment instrument to be used uniformly
statewide. The DRA measures two major aspects of reading that are
critical to independence as a reader: (@) accuracy of oral reading and (b)
comprehension through reading and re-telling of narrative stories. This
assessment, an essential part of the K-3 Reading and Mathematics
Initiative, is designed to identify students at-risk of reading failure and
to help guide individualized instruction. Teachers administer the DRA
0N a one-on-one basis to students.

The DRA was first administered in the 1998-99 school year. First-
grade students are tested in the spring semester only, while second- and
third-grade students are assessed both in the fall and spring semesters.
Theresults shown in this report are based on the spring assessments.

The following students were evaluated and included in the DRA

assessment results:

e all regular education students enrolled as of October 1;

« all special education students whaose | EPs designate that they arein
a specially designed, regular instructional program;

o all Limited English Proficient (LEP) students who were enrolled in
and who completed at least two full consecutive academic yearsin
an English-speaking school (including kindergarten);

e studentsin alternative programs or placements which are addressing
regular curriculum standards; and

« all disabled students according to Section 504.
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Data Presentation

Tables 12a and 12b present the spring Developmental Reading
Assessment spring results for second and third grades, respectively.
These results present the number and percent of students reading below,
on, and above their grade levels. This information is provided for each
public school in the district, with schools listed in site code order.
District and state results are presented for comparison purposes.

M ethod of Calculation

The formulas used to compute the percents of students reading below,
on, and abovetheir grade levels are presented on the following page.

Data Source

The DRA data used in the District Composite Report are based on
student-level data submitted by the districts to the Louisiana Department
of Education, Division of School Standards, Accountability, and
Assistance.



Formulas Used to Calculate Per cents of Students Reading Below, On, and Above Their Grade Levels

Percent of Sudents
Reading Below
Grade Leve

Percent of Sudents
Reading On
Grade Leve

Percent of Sudents
Reading Above
Grade Leve

Number of Students Reading Below Grade Level

100
Total Number of Sudents Assessed in that Grade
Number of Students Reading On Grade Level X 100
Total Number of Sudents Assessed in that Grade
Number of Students Reading Above Grade Level X 100

Total Number of Sudents Assessed in that Grade
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010004 B

010006 B

010010 C

010011 D

010012 T

Table 12a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 2
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

arbe Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 26 39 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 19.2 5 7.7 3 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 73.1 19 76.9 30 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 7.7 2 15.4 6 ~ ~
ell City High School
Students Assessed 32 35 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 15.6 5 229 8 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 43.8 14 28.6 10 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 40.6 13 48.6 17 ~ ~
rentwood Elementary School
Students Assessed 26 40 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 11.5 3 12.5 5 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 57.7 15 40.0 16 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 30.8 8 475 19 ~ ~
010009 Jessie D. Clifton Elementary School
Students Assessed 63 85 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 12.7 8 18.8 16 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 44.4 28 40.0 34 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 42.9 27 41.2 35 ~ ~
ollege Oaks Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 35 53 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.3 5 24.5 13 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 65.7 23 39.6 21 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 20.0 7 35.8 19 ~ ~
oretha A. Combre Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 25 27 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 48.0 12 25.9 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 32.0 8 44.4 12 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 20.0 5 29.6 8 ~ ~
. S. Cooley Elementary Magnet School
Students Assessed 52 51 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 0.0 0 17.6 9 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 100.0 52 82.3 42 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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010013 D

010016 D

010017 R

010019 F

010024 H

Table 12a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 2
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

eQuincy Elementary School
Students Assessed 118 122 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 314 37 18.9 23 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 314 37 41.8 51 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 37.3 44 39.3 48 ~ ~
olby Elementary School
Students Assessed 50 44 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 0.0 0 4.6 2 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 8.0 4 25.0 11 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 92.0 46 70.4 31 ~ ~
osa Fondel Elementary
Students Assessed 28 25 Closd
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 25.0 7 8.0 2| Closed| Closed
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 60.7 17 32.0 8| Closed| Closed
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 14.3 4 60.0 15| Closed| Closed
010018 Fairview Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 64 64 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 18.8 12 18.8 12 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 54.7 35 51.6 33 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 26.6 17 29.7 19 ~ ~
rasch Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 63 67 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 9.5 6 11.9 8 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 69.8 44 46.3 31 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 20.6 13 41.8 28 ~ ~
010023 W. T. Henning Elementary School
Students Assessed 71 62 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 15.5 11 12.9 8 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 31.0 22 14.5 9 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 53.5 38 72.6 45 ~ ~
enry Heights Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 55 62 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.5 8 16.1 10 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 47.3 26 38.7 24 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 38.2 21 45.2 28 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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010027

010030

010042

Table 12a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 2
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

John L. Johnson |1, Elementary School

E

A

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Students Assessed 51 49 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 13.7 7 26.5 13 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 47.1 24 38.8 19 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 39.2 20 34.7 17 ~ ~
010028 M. J. Kaufman Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 43 50 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 4.7 2 2.0 1 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 41.9 18 38.0 19 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 53.5 23 60.0 30 ~ ~
010029 John F. Kennedy Elementary School
Students Assessed 37 47 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 27.0 10 36.2 17 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 37.8 14 23.4 11 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 35.1 13 40.4 19 ~ ~
. K. Key Elementary School
Students Assessed 58 60 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 22.4 13 13.3 8 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 36.2 21 41.7 25 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 41.4 24 45.0 27 ~ ~
010036 Maplewood Middle Schoal
Students Assessed 115 101 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 6.1 7 2.0 2 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 51.3 59 455 46 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 42.6 49 52.5 53 ~ ~
010039 M oss Bluff Elementary School
Students Assessed 135 143 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 11.9 16 7.0 10 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 45.9 62 37.1 53 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 42.2 57 55.9 80 ~ ~
. A. Nelson Elementary School
Students Assessed 72 87 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 4.2 3 2.3 2 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 40.3 29 23.0 20 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 55.6 40 74.7 65 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
Calcasieu Parish, p. 4-6




Table 12a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 2
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

010043 Oak Park Elementary School

010045 D

010046 P

010053 V

010054 R

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Students Assessed 61 53 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 23.0 14 7.6 4 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 70.5 43 60.4 32 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 6.6 4 32.1 17 ~ ~
. S. Perkins Elementary School
Students Assessed 46 36 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 8.7 4 8.3 3 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 76.1 35 58.3 21 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 15.2 7 33.3 12 ~ ~
rien Lake Elementary School
Students Assessed 85 93 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 4.7 4 4.3 4 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 10.6 9 4.3 4 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 84.7 72 91.4 85 ~ ~
010050 St. John Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 82 82 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 4.9 4 6.1 5 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 51.2 42 48.8 40 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 43.9 36 45.1 37 ~ ~
010051 StarksHigh School
Students Assessed 33 27 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 6.1 2 14.8 4 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 30.3 10 7.4 2 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 63.6 21 77.8 21 ~ ~
incent Settlement Elementary School
Students Assessed 62 54 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.5 9 13.0 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 32.3 20 35.2 19 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 53.2 33 51.8 28 ~ ~
ichard W. Vincent Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 62 49 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.5 9 24.5 12 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 32.3 20 30.6 15 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 53.2 33 44.9 22 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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010055 V

010059 T

010060 J.

010067 R

Table 12a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 2
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

inton Elementary School
Students Assessed 66 92 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 7.6 5 19.6 18 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 16.7 11 435 40 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 75.8 50 37.0 34 ~ ~
. H. Watkins Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 43 53 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.0 6 18.9 10 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 30.2 13 24.5 13 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 55.8 24 56.6 30 ~ ~
I. Watson Middle School
Students Assessed 121 130 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.9 18 4.6 6 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 24.0 29 29.2 38 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 61.2 74 66.2 86 ~ ~
010061 Pearl Watson Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 53 73 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 24.5 13 26.0 19 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 54.7 29 35.6 26 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 20.8 11 38.4 28 ~ ~
010063 Western Heights Elementary School
Students Assessed 46 56 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 26.1 12 26.8 15 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 50.0 23 46.4 26 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 23.9 11 26.8 15 ~ ~
010065 Westwood Elementary School
Students Assessed 71 76 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 21.1 15 10.5 8 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 42.3 30 31.6 24 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 36.6 26 57.9 44 ~ ~
alph F. Wilson Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 56 60 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 26.8 15 25.0 15 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 58.9 33 45.0 27 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 14.3 8 30.0 18 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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Table 12a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 2
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

010068 Gillis Elementary School

District

State

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Students Assessed 107 85 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 8.4 9 8.2 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 35.5 38 17.6 15 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 56.1 60 74.1 63 ~ ~
Students Assessed 2,213 2,332

Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.3 316 13.2 307 ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 40.8 904 35.8 834 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 44.9 993 51.1] 1,191 ~ ~
Students Assessed 54,246 54,108 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 23.5| 12,737 22.3] 12,038 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 41.4| 22,460 37.7| 20,393 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 35.1] 19,049 40.1] 21,677 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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010002 B

010004 B

010006 B

010010 C

010011 D

010012 T

Table 12b: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results- Grade 3
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

arbe Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 28 32 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 32.1 9 6.3 2 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 42.9 12 34.4 11 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 25.0 7 59.4 19 ~ ~
ell City High School
Students Assessed 25 33 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 32.0 8 21.2 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 32.0 8 33.3 11 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 36.0 9 455 15 ~ ~
rentwood Elementary School
Students Assessed 36 42 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 55.6 20 33.3 14 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 33.3 12 31.0 13 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 11.1 4 35.7 15 ~ ~
010009 Jessie D. Clifton Elementary School
Students Assessed 82 83 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 34.1 28 37.3 31 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 35.4 29 47.0 39 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 30.5 25 15.7 13 ~ ~
ollege Oaks Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 52 70 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 21.2 11 10.0 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 46.2 24 34.3 24 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 32.7 17 55.7 39 ~ ~
oretha A. Combre Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 40 25 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 65.0 26 28.0 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 10.0 4 24.0 6 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 25.0 10 48.0 12 ~ ~
. S. Cooley Elementary Magnet School
Students Assessed 50 52 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 8.0 4 3.8 2 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 92.0 46 96.2 50 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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010013 D

010016 D

010017 R

010019 F

010024 H

Table 12b: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results- Grade 3
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

eQuincy Elementary School
Students Assessed 118 100 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 39.0 46 23.0 23 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 33.1 39 38.0 38 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 28.0 33 39.0 39 ~ ~
olby Elementary School
Students Assessed 34 52 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.7 5 9.6 5 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 29.4 10 38.5 20 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 55.9 19 51.9 27 ~ ~
osa Fondel Elementary
Students Assessed 17 31 Closd
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 11.8 2 6.4 2| Closed| Closed
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 17.6 3 25.8 8| Closed| Closed
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 70.6 12 67.7 21| Closed| Closed
010018 Fairview Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 54 63 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 25.9 14 25.4 16 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 35.2 19 36.5 23 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 38.9 21 38.1 24 ~ ~
rasch Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 79 61 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 19.0 15 1.6 1 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 45.6 36 49.2 30 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 35.4 28 49.2 30 ~ ~
010023 W. T. Henning Elementary School
Students Assessed 71 87 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 8.5 6 6.9 6 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 32.4 23 40.2 35 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 59.2 42 52.9 46 ~ ~
enry Heights Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 63 49 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 17.5 11 14.3 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 36.5 23 30.6 15 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 46.0 29 55.1 27 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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010027

010028

010029

010030

010036

010039

010042

Table 12b: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results- Grade 3
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

John L. Johnson |1, Elementary School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Students Assessed 45 50 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 100.0 45 14.0 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 0.0 0 40.0 20 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 0.0 0 46.0 23 ~ ~
M. J. Kaufman Elementary School
Students Assessed 34 50 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 2.9 1 12.0 6 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 20.6 7 12.0 6 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 76.5 26 76.0 38 ~ ~
John F. Kennedy Elementary School
Students Assessed 44 45 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 36.4 16 311 14 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 34.1 15 51.1 23 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 29.5 13 17.8 8 ~ ~
E. K. Key Elementary School
Students Assessed 47 60 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.9 7 13.3 8 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 21.3 10 28.3 17 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 63.8 30 58.3 35 ~ ~
M aplewood Middle School
Students Assessed 116 122 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 15.5 18 9.8 12 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 44.0 51 44.3 54 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 40.5 47 45.9 56 ~ ~
M oss Bluff Elementary School
Students Assessed 151 141 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 15.2 23 15.6 22 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 29.8 45 24.8 35 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 55.0 83 59.6 84 ~ ~
A. A. Nelson Elementary School
Students Assessed 81 78 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 14.8 12 0.0 0 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 29.6 24 19.2 15 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 55.6 45 80.8 63 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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Table 12b: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results- Grade 3
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

010043 Oak Park Elementary School

010045 D

010046 P

010053 V

010054 R

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Students Assessed 54 51 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 29.6 16 3.9 2 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 57.4 31 60.8 31 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 13.0 7 35.3 18 ~ ~
. S. Perkins Elementary School
Students Assessed 49 40 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 16.3 8 17.5 7 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 38.8 19 30.0 12 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 44.9 22 52.5 21 ~ ~
rien Lake Elementary School
Students Assessed 92 98 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 15.2 14 10.2 10 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 6.5 6 7.1 7 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 78.3 72 82.7 81 ~ ~
010050 St. John Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 84 84 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 9.5 8 1.2 1 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 35.7 30 35.7 30 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 54.8 46 63.1 53 ~ ~
010051 StarksHigh School
Students Assessed 23 0 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 8.7 2 0.0 0 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 26.1 6 0.0 0 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 65.2 15 0.0 0 ~ ~
incent Settlement Elementary School
Students Assessed 58 53 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 414 24 11.3 6 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 34.5 20 50.9 27 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 24.1 14 37.7 20 ~ ~
ichard W. Vincent Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 54 60 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 3.7 2 3.3 2 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 53.7 29 40.0 24 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 42.6 23 56.7 34 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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010055 V

010059 T

010060 J.

010067 R

Table 12b: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results- Grade 3
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

inton Elementary School
Students Assessed 83 59 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 57.8 48 18.6 11 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 39.8 33 45.8 27 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 2.4 2 35.6 21 ~ ~
. H. Watkins Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 50 46 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 20.0 10 32.6 15 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 58.0 29 21.7 10 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 22.0 11 45.7 21 ~ ~
I. Watson Middle School
Students Assessed 112 134 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 6.3 7 14.2 19 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 42.9 48 313 42 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 50.9 57 54.5 73 ~ ~
010061 Pearl Watson Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 51 61 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 45.1 23 18.0 11 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 39.2 20 36.1 22 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 15.7 8 45.9 28 ~ ~
010063 Western Heights Elementary School
Students Assessed 56 45 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 28.6 16 13.3 6 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 16.1 9 60.0 27 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 55.4 31 26.7 12 ~ ~
010065 Westwood Elementary School
Students Assessed 95 70 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 35.8 34 7.1 5 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 43.2 41 55.7 39 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 21.1 20 37.1 26 ~ ~
alph F. Wilson Elementary Schoal
Students Assessed 55 51 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 23.6 13 29.4 15 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 23.6 13 314 16 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 52.7 29 39.2 20 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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Table 12b: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results- Grade 3
Percent and Number of Students Reading Below, On, or Above Grade Level

010068 Gillis Elementary School

District

State

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Students Assessed 96 104 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 24.0 23 2.9 3 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 43.8 42 39.4 41 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 32.3 31 57.7 60 ~ ~
Students Assessed 2,279 2,282

Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 25.1 571 13.6 310 ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 34.0 774 35.1 800 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 41.0 934 51.4| 1,172 ~ ~
Students Assessed 53,469 54,201 ~
Students Reading Below Their Grade Level 30.3| 16,185 24.5| 13,274 ~ ~
Students Reading On Their Grade Level 37.1] 19,815 37.9| 20,553 ~ ~
Students Reading Above Their Grade Level 32.7| 17,469 37.6| 20,374 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
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Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT) —LEAP 21 Test Results

The LEAP for the 21% Century tests (or LEAP 21), Louisiana's new
criterion-referenced tests (CRTs) measure how wel a student has
mastered State content standards. The LEAP 21 English Language Arts
and Mathematics tests (for grades 4 and grades 8) were first administered
in the spring of 1999 with the initial administration of the Science and
Social Studies tests following in the spring of 2000.

These tests, which are administered to students in grades 4 and 8, were
phased in at the high school level, beginning in the spring of 2001. This
year, the new high school CRT, or the Graduation Exit Examination for
the 21% Century (GEE 21), was administered for the first time in the
Spring of 2001. The GEE 21 is a CRT which is intended to replace the
old GEE, which has served as the standard high school CRT since Spring
of 1989. The old GEE will continue to be given to the remaining student
cohort, until the new format is completdy phased in. The old and new
high school exit exams are further explained in the next part of the
Student Achievement section.

The new LEAP 21 tests differ from the previous CRT tests in the areas

described below.

¢ TheLEAP 21 tests are directly aligned with the State's content
standards; by law these tests must be as rigorous as those of the

National Assessment of Educational Progress (NAEP).

* Thenew English Language Arts tests have longer reading
passages and a greater variety of item types. Some constructed-
response questions require written responses to what the students
read, and students in each grade must write a composition in
response to a writing prompt.

* Thenew Mathematics tests reflect greater difficulty, with a
broader and more challenging range of test items and problem
types. For example, there are open-ended problems as well as
problems with more than one solution and/or more than one path
to a solution.

*  Thenew Science tests contain multiple-choice questions that
assess students' comprehension of science concepts and the
process of inquiry. Short-answer items and essay questions
alow students to demonstrate a deeper understanding of science
and to apply scientific knowledge. Grade 4 students complete

Calcasieu Parish, p. 4-16

and draw conclusions from a comprehensive science task while
grade 8 students respond to a written scenario.

* Thenew Social Studies tests challenge students to expand their
thinking across the boundaries of the four core disciplinesin
social studies by assessing their knowledge, conceptual
understanding, and application of skills in geography, civics,
economics, and history. Some constructed-response questions
require higher-order thinking in a social studies context.

¢ Students will no longer receive “ pass/fail” but instead will receive
one of five achievement ratings:

»  Advanced—demonstrates superior performance beyond the
proficient level of mastery.

»  Proficient—demonstrates competency over challenging subject
matter and is well-prepared for the next level of schooling.

* Basic—demonstrates only the fundamental knowledge and skills
needed for the next level of schooling.

»  Approaching Basic—partially demonstrates the fundamental
knowledge and skills needed for the next level of schooling.

»  Unsatisfactory—does not demonstrate the fundamental
knowledge and skills needed for the next level of schooling.

In the spring of 2000, the LEAP 21 tests became high stakes tests for
fourth and eighth graders. To be promoted fully to the fifth or ninth
grade at the end of the 1999-2000 school year, students had to score at
the "Approaching Basic" achievement level or above on both the English
Language Arts and the Mathematics LEAP 21 tests. Intensive summer
school was offered for students who scored at the "Unsatisfactory"
achievement level, with a retest opportunity at the end of the summer
school session. Local school systems were given the authority to grant
appeals and waivers based on certain circumstances.

All students take the LEAP 21 tests, except for students whose Individual
Education Plans (IEPs) indicate that they have met the participation
criteria for alternate assessment, which began in the 2000-2001 schoal
year, or for out-of-levd assessment, which began in the 1999-2000
school year. Also, Limited English Proficient (LEP) students who are



determined to be digible for a deferment from testing are not required to
take the tests.

Data Presentation

Tables 13a-13h provide LEAP 21 test results for grades 4 and 8. The
tables reflect both the number and percent of students who score at each
achievement leve for each subject area. Furthermore, the data presented
are LEAP 21 scores for al students included in the accountability LEAP
21 index score at each school. As a result, the data in the District
Composite Report may not match the data contained in reports issued by
the testing contractor.

Differences may exist because of the following reasons. First, students
with LEAP 21 index scores of zero are included in the "Unsatisfactory”
achievement level. Zero scores are assigned to digible and non-exempt
students who did not take the test and to students with testing
irregularities. Second, students from Option | alternative schools are
included in the results of their home school. Finally, if a school had
insufficient data for one grade, the presented results will include scores
from the shared grade of another school.

Definition
e Criterion-referenced tests (CRTs)—tests that produce a score that

tdls how individuals/schools perform in achieving established
criteria.

Data Source

The LEAP 21 results are based on student-level data provided to the
Louisiana Department of Education by Data Recognition Corporation
(DRC), the testing contractor for the Louisiana Educational Assessment
Program for the 21% Century tests (LEAP 21) for grades 4 and 8.
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010002

010004

010006

010009

010010

Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Barbe Elementary School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 10.3 4 5.3 2 11.9 5
Basic 51.3 20 4.7 17 52.4 22
Approaching Basic 33.3 13 34.2 13 21.4 9
Unsatisfactory 5.1 2 15.8 6 14.3 6
Bell City High School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 34.3 12 2.8 1 7.1 3
Basic 34.3 12 52.8 19 52.4 22
Approaching Basic 20.0 7 30.6 11 31.0 13
Unsatisfactory 11.4 4 13.9 5 9.5 4
Brentwood Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 4.1 2 0.0 0
Proficient 6.3 3 4.1 2 14 1
Basic 37.5 18 28.6 14 58.0 40
Approaching Basic 35.4 17 30.6 15 20.3 14
Unsatisfactory 20.8 10 32.7 16 20.3 14
Jessie D. Clifton Elementary Schoal
Advanced 1.3 1 0.0 0 1.3 1
Proficient 6.5 5 17.2 16 20.0 15
Basic 35.1 27 48.4 45 52.0 39
Approaching Basic 44.2 34 26.9 25 17.3 13
Unsatisfactory 13.0 10 7.5 7 9.3 7
College Oaks Elementary Schoal
Advanced 3.0 2 0.0 0 23 1
Proficient 10.6 7 14.8 8 9.3 4
Basic 59.1 39 53.7 29 53.5 23
Approaching Basic 19.7 13 22.2 12 20.9 9
Unsatisfactory 7.6 5 9.3 5 14.0 6

~ = Unavailable Data
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010011

010012

010013

010016

010017

Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Doretha A. Combre Elementary School
Advanced 3.1 1 2.4 1 0.0 0
Proficient 3.1 1 9.5 4 8.6 6
Basic 43.8 14 40.5 17 47.1 33
Approaching Basic 28.1 9 23.8 10 30.0 21
Unsatisfactory 21.9 7 23.8 10 14.3 10
T.S. Cooley Elementary M agnet School
Advanced 3.8 2 13.0 6 21.3 10
Proficient 64.2 34 47.8 22 55.3 26
Basic 26.4 14 34.8 16 23.4 11
Approaching Basic 5.7 3 4.3 2 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
DeQuincy Elementary School
Advanced 1.0 1 1.8 2 1.8 2
Proficient 19.2 19 125 14 14.2 16
Basic 45.5 45 56.3 63 49.6 56
Approaching Basic 24.2 24 15.2 17 26.5 30
Unsatisfactory 10.1 10 14.3 16 8.0 9
Dalby Elementary School
Advanced 5.3 2 23 1 3.8 2
Proficient 23.7 9 25.0 11 30.8 16
Basic 52.6 20 50.0 22 55.8 29
Approaching Basic 5.3 2 18.2 8 7.7 4
Unsatisfactory 13.2 5 4.5 2 1.9 1
Rosa Fondel Elementary
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Proficient 11.8 4 10.5 2| Closed| Closed
Basic 235 8 42.1 8| Closed| Closed
Approaching Basic 29.4 10 31.6 6| Closed| Closed
Unsatisfactory 35.3 12 15.8 3| Closed| Closed

~ = Unavailable Data
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010018

010019

010023

010024

010027

Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Fairview Elementary School

John

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 2.6 2 4.3 3 1.3 1
Proficient 12.8 10 7.1 5 16.7 13
Basic 59.0 46 61.4 43 52.6 41
Approaching Basic 21.8 17 21.4 15 17.9 14
Unsatisfactory 3.8 3 5.7 4 11.5 9
Frasch Elementary School
Advanced 3.0 2 1.2 1 0.0 0
Proficient 26.9 18 134 11 20.8 15
Basic 59.7 40 58.5 48 62.5 45
Approaching Basic 9.0 6 22.0 18 15.3 11
Unsatisfactory 15 1 4.9 4 14 1
. Henning Elementary School
Advanced 1.4 1 5.6 4 4.6 4
Proficient 30.1 22 36.6 26 25.3 22
Basic 479 35 42.3 30 56.3 49
Approaching Basic 15.1 11 9.9 7 11.5 10
Unsatisfactory 5.5 4 5.6 4 2.3 2
Henry Heights Elementary School
Advanced 4.4 3 1.8 1 0.0 0
Proficient 17.6 12 19.3 11 19.4 12
Basic 51.5 35 56.1 32 58.1 36
Approaching Basic 17.6 12 17.5 10 16.1 10
Unsatisfactory 8.8 6 5.3 3 6.5 4
_. Johnson I, Elementary Schoal
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 11.4 5 8.2 4 9.8 6
Basic 52.3 23 51.0 25 50.8 31
Approaching Basic 27.3 12 20.4 10 23.0 14
Unsatisfactory 9.1 4 20.4 10 16.4 10

~ = Unavailable Data
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010028

010029

010030

010036

010039

M. J. Kaufman Elementary School

Mapl

M oss

Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 23 1 5.0 2 0.0 0
Proficient 23.3 10 17.5 7 19.6 9
Basic 55.8 24 57.5 23 56.5 26
Approaching Basic 11.6 5 15.0 6 17.4 8
Unsatisfactory 7.0 3 5.0 2 6.5 3
John F. Kennedy Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 2.0 1 0.0 0
Proficient 6.3 2 8.0 4 4.8 2
Basic 56.3 18 38.0 19 52.4 22
Approaching Basic 25.0 8 38.0 19 26.2 11
Unsatisfactory 12.5 4 14.0 7 16.7 7
. Key Elementary Schoal

Advanced 0.0 0 5.8 3 0.0 0
Proficient 24.6 16 25.0 13 28.4 19
Basic 41.5 27 51.9 27 47.8 32
Approaching Basic 215 14 15.4 8 17.9 12
Unsatisfactory 12.3 8 1.9 1 6.0 4
ewood Middle Schoal

Advanced 2.6 3 5.6 7 3.1 4
Proficient 26.7 31 27.2 34 37.7 49
Basic 50.0 58 50.4 63 43.8 57
Approaching Basic 15.5 18 13.6 17 13.8 18
Unsatisfactory 5.2 6 3.2 4 15 2
Bluff Elementary Schoal

Advanced 1.2 2 2.7 4 3.6 5
Proficient 30.2 49 28.2 42 27.9 39
Basic 48.8 79 57.0 85 54.3 76
Approaching Basic 15.4 25 10.7 16 12.1 17
Unsatisfactory 4.3 7 1.3 2 2.1 3

~ = Unavailable Data
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010042

010043

010045

010046

010050

Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

A. A. Nelson Elementary School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 6.9 6 3.1 3 0.0 0
Proficient 28.7 25 28.1 27 33.3 28
Basic 44.8 39 53.1 51 52.4 44
Approaching Basic 10.3 9 13.5 13 11.9 10
Unsatisfactory 9.2 8 2.1 2 2.4 2
Oak Park Elementary School
Advanced 1.2 1 0.0 0 1.9 1
Proficient 4.9 4 14.8 8 9.4 5
Basic 51.9 42 57.4 31 43.4 23
Approaching Basic 22.2 18 20.4 11 37.7 20
Unsatisfactory 19.8 16 7.4 4 7.5 4
D. S. Perkins Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 2.2 1
Proficient 14.0 7 14.5 8 10.9 5
Basic 44.0 22 52.7 29 47.8 22
Approaching Basic 30.0 15 25.5 14 26.1 12
Unsatisfactory 12.0 6 7.3 4 13.0 6
Prien Lake Elementary School
Advanced 11.2 10 6.8 6 2.9 3
Proficient 39.3 35 33.0 29 39.2 40
Basic 41.6 37 52.3 46 48.0 49
Approaching Basic 6.7 6 5.7 5 7.8 8
Unsatisfactory 11 1 2.3 2 2.0 2
St. John Elementary Schoal
Advanced 1.1 1 34 3 1.0 1
Proficient 25.0 22 18.4 16 32.3 31
Basic 38.6 34 58.6 51 57.3 55
Approaching Basic 28.4 25 14.9 13 6.3 6
Unsatisfactory 6.8 6 4.6 4 3.1 3

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

010051  StarksHigh School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 3.3 1
Proficient 24.1 7 23.1 6 20.0 6
Basic 62.1 18 46.2 12 66.7 20
Approaching Basic 6.9 2 26.9 7 6.7 2
Unsatisfactory 6.9 2 3.8 1 3.3 1
010053 Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 16.4 10 9.8 6 24.1 13
Basic 54.1 33 60.7 37 61.1 33
Approaching Basic 18.0 11 21.3 13 9.3 5
Unsatisfactory 11.5 7 8.2 5 5.6 3
010054 Richard W. Vincent Elementary Schoal
Advanced 1.5 1 10.3 7 0.0 0
Proficient 28.4 19 25.0 17 21.2 14
Basic 44.8 30 47.1 32 63.6 42
Approaching Basic 13.4 9 14.7 10 9.1 6
Unsatisfactory 11.9 8 2.9 2 6.1 4
010055 Vinton Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 13.3 12 125 12 12.9 8
Basic 51.1 46 34.4 33 50.0 31
Approaching Basic 24.4 22 35.4 34 22.6 14
Unsatisfactory 111 10 17.7 17 145 9
010059 T.H. WatkinsElementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 3.7 2 10.4 5 8.2 4
Basic 50.0 27 54.2 26 429 21
Approaching Basic 315 17 229 11 36.7 18
Unsatisfactory 14.8 8 12.5 6 12.2 6

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

J. . Watson Middle School

Pearl

Ralph

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 1.7 2 1.6 2 0.0 0
Proficient 16.5 19 134 17 23.9 37
Basic 55.7 64 52.8 67 51.0 79
Approaching Basic 12.2 14 19.7 25 18.1 28
Unsatisfactory 13.9 16 12.6 16 7.1 11
Watson Elementary School

Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 5.1 3 1.7 1 7.8 5
Basic 4.1 26 36.7 22 45.3 29
Approaching Basic 27.1 16 38.3 23 313 20
Unsatisfactory 23.7 14 23.3 14 15.6 10

Western Heights Elementary School
Advanced 1.6 1 35 2 24 1
Proficient 20.3 13 175 10 14.6 6
Basic 46.9 30 47.4 27 46.3 19
Approaching Basic 20.3 13 21.1 12 29.3 12
Unsatisfactory 10.9 7 10.5 6 7.3 3
Westwood Elementary School

Advanced 14 1 1.8 2 0.0 0
Proficient 13.7 10 19.3 22 18.8 15
Basic 479 35 43.9 50 61.3 49
Approaching Basic 28.8 21 219 25 18.8 15
Unsatisfactory 8.2 6 13.2 15 1.3 1
F. Wilson Elementary School

Advanced 0.0 0 1.6 1 35 2
Proficient 7.7 5 6.3 4 7.0 4
Basic 33.8 22 36.5 23 47.4 27
Approaching Basic 30.8 20 39.7 25 24.6 14
Unsatisfactory 27.7 18 15.9 10 175 10

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

010068 GillisElementary Schoal

Advanced 1.0 1 1.0 1 2.7 3

Proficient 16.2 16 23.7 23 27.7 31

Basic 54.5 54 52.6 51 61.6 69

Approaching Basic 17.2 17 17.5 17 5.4 6

Unsatisfactory 11.1 11 5.2 5 2.7 3
District

Advanced 1.9 47 2.6 65 17 43

Proficient 19.6] 482 18.2 450 21.3 530

Basic 47.4| 1,162 49.8| 1,233 52.3| 1,302

Approaching Basic 20.2 495 20.3 503 17.4 434

Unsatisfactory 10.9 267 9.1 224 7.2 180
State

Advanced 14 797 1.8| 1,002 11 672

Proficient 14.7) 8,451 14.4) 8,114 14.3| 8,946

Basic 39.0] 22,376 39.4| 22,230 44.1| 27,538

Approaching Basic 24.1| 13,845 24.8| 13,993 24.1| 15,066

Unsatisfactory 20.7/ 11,872 19.7/ 11,111 16.4| 10,230

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Barbe Elementary School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Jessie

Call

Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 5.1 2 7.9 3 11.9 5
Basic 56.4 22 42.1 16 45.2 19
Approaching Basic 12.8 5 10.5 4 19.0 8
Unsatisfactory 25.6 10 39.5 15 23.8 10
Bell City High School
Advanced 2.9 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 14.3 5 2.8 1 11.9 5
Basic 54.3 19 41.7 15 52.4 22
Approaching Basic 17.1 6 27.8 10 21.4 9
Unsatisfactory 11.4 4 27.8 10 14.3 6
Brentwood Elementary School

Advanced 21 1 2.0 1 0.0 0
Proficient 2.1 1 0.0 0 14 1
Basic 39.6 19 22.4 11 40.6 28
Approaching Basic 20.8 10 32.7 16 29.0 20
Unsatisfactory 35.4 17 42.9 21 29.0 20
D. Clifton Elementary School

Advanced 0.0 0 1.1 1 1.3 1
Proficient 5.2 4 75 7 14.7 11
Basic 26.0 20 46.2 43 46.7 35
Approaching Basic 29.9 23 28.0 26 24.0 18
Unsatisfactory 39.0 30 17.2 16 13.3 10
e OaksElementary School

Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 9.1 6 3.7 2 2.3 1
Basic 43.9 29 48.1 26 48.8 21
Approaching Basic 22.7 15 18.5 10 32.6 14
Unsatisfactory 24.2 16 29.6 16 16.3 7

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Doretha A. Combre Elementary School
Advanced 3.1 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 0.0 0 11.9 5 5.7 4
Basic 313 10 26.2 11 314 22
Approaching Basic 28.1 9 31.0 13 37.1 26
Unsatisfactory 37.5 12 31.0 13 25.7 18
T.S. Cooley Elementary M agnet School
Advanced 9.4 5 2.2 1 12.8 6
Proficient 20.8 11 21.7 10 40.4 19
Basic 56.6 30 54.3 25 42.6 20
Approaching Basic 13.2 7 17.4 8 4.3 2
Unsatisfactory 0.0 0 4.3 2 0.0 0
DeQuincy Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.9 1 0.9 1
Proficient 7.1 7 10.7 12 6.2 7
Basic 44.4 44 43.8 49 46.9 53
Approaching Basic 30.3 30 21.4 24 31.0 35
Unsatisfactory 18.2 18 23.2 26 15.0 17
Dalby Elementary School
Advanced 2.6 1 23 1 0.0 0
Proficient 13.2 5 11.4 5 17.3 9
Basic 47.4 18 50.0 22 51.9 27
Approaching Basic 23.7 9 22.7 10 21.2 11
Unsatisfactory 13.2 5 13.6 6 9.6 5
Rosa Fondel Elementary
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Proficient 5.9 2 5.3 1| Closed| Closed
Basic 20.6 7 42.1 8| Closed| Closed
Approaching Basic 23.5 8 31.6 6| Closed| Closed
Unsatisfactory 50.0 17 21.1 4| Closed| Closed

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Fairview Elementary School

John

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 2.6 2 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 115 9 11.4 8 16.7 13
Basic 46.2 36 54.3 38 46.2 36
Approaching Basic 29.5 23 229 16 20.5 16
Unsatisfactory 10.3 8 11.4 8 16.7 13
Frasch Elementary School
Advanced 4.5 3 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 22.4 15 7.3 6 12.5 9
Basic 38.8 26 50.0 41 56.9 41
Approaching Basic 28.4 19 28.0 23 25.0 18
Unsatisfactory 6.0 4 14.6 12 5.6 4
. Henning Elementary School
Advanced 1.4 1 4.2 3 34 3
Proficient 13.7 10 21.1 15 16.1 14
Basic 58.9 43 52.1 37 57.5 50
Approaching Basic 17.8 13 16.9 12 19.5 17
Unsatisfactory 8.2 6 5.6 4 34 3
Henry Heights Elementary School
Advanced 7.4 5 5.3 3 3.2 2
Proficient 14.7 10 8.8 5 14.5 9
Basic 41.2 28 63.2 36 56.5 35
Approaching Basic 19.1 13 14.0 8 14.5 9
Unsatisfactory 17.6 12 8.8 5 11.3 7
_. Johnson I, Elementary Schoal
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 0.0 0 2.0 1 1.6 1
Basic 34.1 15 14.3 7 45.9 28
Approaching Basic 36.4 16 38.8 19 29.5 18
Unsatisfactory 29.5 13 44.9 22 23.0 14

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 25.6 11 15.0 6 19.6 9
Basic 51.2 22 67.5 27 56.5 26
Approaching Basic 16.3 7 10.0 4 15.2 7
Unsatisfactory 7.0 3 7.5 3 8.7 4
John F. Kennedy Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 3.1 1 4.0 2 7.1 3
Basic 21.9 7 26.0 13 23.8 10
Approaching Basic 34.4 11 36.0 18 42.9 18
Unsatisfactory 40.6 13 34.0 17 26.2 11
. Key Elementary Schoal

Advanced 1.5 1 3.8 2 3.0 2
Proficient 12.3 8 23.1 12 11.9 8
Basic 43.1 28 44.2 23 59.7 40
Approaching Basic 215 14 19.2 10 10.4 7
Unsatisfactory 215 14 9.6 5 14.9 10
ewood Middle Schoal

Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 3.1 4
Proficient 12.9 15 14.4 18 20.0 26
Basic 47.4 55 49.6 62 50.8 66
Approaching Basic 28.4 33 21.6 27 18.5 24
Unsatisfactory 11.2 13 14.4 18 7.7 10
Bluff Elementary Schoal

Advanced 37 6 2.0 3 0.7 1
Proficient 12.3 20 18.8 28 20.7 29
Basic 51.9 84 53.7 80 57.9 81
Approaching Basic 20.4 33 17.4 26 16.4 23
Unsatisfactory 11.7 19 8.1 12 4.3 6

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

A. A. Nelson Elementary School

Prien

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 4.6 4 2.1 2 6.0 5
Proficient 25.3 22 115 11 22.6 19
Basic 425 37 50.0 48 46.4 39
Approaching Basic 19.5 17 29.2 28 19.0 16
Unsatisfactory 8.0 7 7.3 7 6.0 5
Oak Park Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 3.8 2
Proficient 25 2 3.7 2 9.4 5
Basic 30.9 25 51.9 28 39.6 21
Approaching Basic 35.8 29 24.1 13 34.0 18
Unsatisfactory 30.9 25 20.4 11 13.2 7
D. S. Perkins Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 6.1 3 5.5 3 15.2 7
Basic 51.0 25 49.1 27 39.1 18
Approaching Basic 22.4 11 29.1 16 30.4 14
Unsatisfactory 20.4 10 16.4 9 15.2 7
L ake Elementary School
Advanced 9.0 8 10.2 9 2.9 3
Proficient 24.7 22 23.9 21 314 32
Basic 53.9 48 50.0 44 54.9 56
Approaching Basic 11.2 10 12.5 11 10.8 11
Unsatisfactory 11 1 34 3 0.0 0
St. John Elementary Schoal
Advanced 1.1 1 4.6 4 1.0 1
Proficient 15.9 14 17.2 15 17.7 17
Basic 42.0 37 51.7 45 64.6 62
Approaching Basic 27.3 24 18.4 16 13.5 13
Unsatisfactory 13.6 12 8.0 7 3.1 3

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

010051  StarksHigh School
Advanced 0.0 0 3.8 1 0.0 0
Proficient 20.7 6 115 3 30.0 9
Basic 55.2 16 57.7 15 60.0 18
Approaching Basic 20.7 6 23.1 6 6.7 2
Unsatisfactory 34 1 3.8 1 3.3 1
010053 Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Advanced 1.6 1 1.6 1 5.6 3
Proficient 9.8 6 8.2 5 13.0 7
Basic 49.2 30 49.2 30 59.3 32
Approaching Basic 18.0 11 24.6 15 9.3 5
Unsatisfactory 21.3 13 16.4 10 13.0 7
010054 Richard W. Vincent Elementary Schoal
Advanced 0.0 0 7.4 5 0.0 0
Proficient 75 5 20.6 14 21.2 14
Basic 58.2 39 47.1 32 57.6 38
Approaching Basic 20.9 14 17.6 12 16.7 11
Unsatisfactory 13.4 9 7.4 5 4.5 3
010055 Vinton Elementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 8.9 8 5.2 5 11.3 7
Basic 42.2 38 34.4 33 48.4 30
Approaching Basic 25.6 23 34.4 33 25.8 16
Unsatisfactory 23.3 21 26.0 25 14.5 9
010059 T.H. WatkinsElementary School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 3.7 2 2.1 1 2.0 1
Basic 29.6 16 41.7 20 30.6 15
Approaching Basic 35.2 19 33.3 16 40.8 20
Unsatisfactory 315 17 229 11 26.5 13

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

J. . Watson Middle School

Pearl

Ralph

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 1.7 2 0.0 0 1.3 2
Proficient 104 12 6.3 8 18.1 28
Basic 39.1 45 48.0 61 56.1 87
Approaching Basic 25.2 29 21.3 27 16.1 25
Unsatisfactory 23.5 27 24.4 31 8.4 13
Watson Elementary School

Advanced 0.0 0 1.7 1 0.0 0
Proficient 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Basic 35.6 21 18.3 11 40.6 26
Approaching Basic 18.6 11 41.7 25 25.0 16
Unsatisfactory 45.8 27 38.3 23 34.4 22

Western Heights Elementary School
Advanced 1.6 1 1.8 1 0.0 0
Proficient 6.3 4 8.8 5 24.4 10
Basic 57.8 37 59.6 34 39.0 16
Approaching Basic 25.0 16 21.1 12 317 13
Unsatisfactory 9.4 6 8.8 5 4.9 2
Westwood Elementary School

Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.3 1
Proficient 55 4 13.2 15 15.0 12
Basic 41.1 30 40.4 46 57.5 46
Approaching Basic 32.9 24 26.3 30 26.3 21
Unsatisfactory 20.5 15 20.2 23 0.0 0
F. Wilson Elementary School

Advanced 0.0 0 1.6 1 0.0 0
Proficient 3.1 2 1.6 1 1.8 1
Basic 18.5 12 429 27 33.3 19
Approaching Basic 30.8 20 25.4 16 29.8 17
Unsatisfactory 47.7 31 28.6 18 35.1 20

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 M athematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

010068 GillisElementary Schoal

Advanced 2.0 2 0.0 0 2.7 3

Proficient 12.1 12 14.4 14 18.9 21

Basic 46.5 46 52.6 51 63.1 70

Approaching Basic 21.2 21 29.9 29 13.5 15

Unsatisfactory 18.2 18 3.1 3 1.8 2
District

Advanced 1.9 46 1.7 41 1.6 40

Proficient 10.8 266 10.9 270 15.0 373

Basic 43.5] 1,067 46.1] 1,142 50.4| 1,253

Approaching Basic 24.1 592 24.0 595 21.4 533

Unsatisfactory 19.6 481 17.3 427 11.6 289
State

Advanced 1.7] 1,003 1.6 884 1.7] 1,048

Proficient 7.8 4,473 10.0, 5,631 10.8| 6,753

Basic 31.7| 18,157 37.2] 20,980 40.8| 25,497

Approaching Basic 24.0] 13,755 23.0/ 12,981 23.4] 14,612

Unsatisfactory 34.8] 19,931 28.3| 15,960 23.3| 14,515

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Barbe Elementary School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Jessie

Call

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 2.6 1 4.8 2
Basic N/A N/A 42.1 16 40.5 17
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 36.8 14 42.9 18
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 18.4 7 11.9 5
Bell City High School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 8.3 3 11.9 5
Basic N/A N/A 52.8 19 59.5 25
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 30.6 11 28.6 12
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 8.3 3 0.0 0
Brentwood Elementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 4.1 2 2.9 2
Basic N/A N/A 22.4 11 27.5 19
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 55.1 27 46.4 32
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 18.4 9 23.2 16
D. Clifton Elementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 1.1 1 1.3 1
Basic N/A N/A 46.2 43 42.7 32
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 41.9 39 46.7 35
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 10.8 10 9.3 7
e OaksElementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 9.3 5 11.6 5
Basic N/A N/A 53.7 29 41.9 18
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.9 14 30.2 13
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 11.1 6 16.3 7

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Doretha A. Combre Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 4.8 2 4.3 3
Basic N/A N/A 33.3 14 25.7 18
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 47.6 20 48.6 34
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 14.3 6 21.4 15
T.S. Cooley Elementary M agnet School
Advanced N/A N/A 4.3 2 17.0 8
Proficient N/A N/A 28.3 13 31.9 15
Basic N/A N/A 54.3 25 4.7 21
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 13.0 6 6.4 3
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
DeQuincy Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 1.8 2 1.8 2
Proficient N/A N/A 9.8 11 10.6 12
Basic N/A N/A 48.2 54 47.8 54
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 29.5 33 33.6 38
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 10.7 12 6.2 7
Dalby Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 13.6 6 28.8 15
Basic N/A N/A 65.9 29 50.0 26
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 20.5 9 21.2 11
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Rosa Fondel Elementary
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Proficient N/A N/A 10.5 2| Closed| Closed
Basic N/A N/A 52.6 10| Closed| Closed
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 26.3 5| Closed| Closed
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 10.5 2| Closed| Closed

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.

Calcasieu Parish, p. 4-35




010018

010019

010023

010024

010027

Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Fairview Elementary School

John

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 2.9 2 1.3 1
Proficient N/A N/A 10.0 7 10.3 8
Basic N/A N/A 47.1 33 37.2 29
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 314 22 37.2 29
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 8.6 6 14.1 11
Frasch Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 37 3 4.2 3
Proficient N/A N/A 134 11 15.3 11
Basic N/A N/A 47.6 39 56.9 41
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 28.0 23 22.2 16
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 7.3 6 14 1
. Henning Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 1.4 1 6.9 6
Proficient N/A N/A 23.9 17 12.6 11
Basic N/A N/A 62.0 44 50.6 44
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 9.9 7 28.7 25
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 2.8 2 11 1
Henry Heights Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 5.3 3 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 7.0 4 12.9 8
Basic N/A N/A 49.1 28 56.5 35
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 31.6 18 24.2 15
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 7.0 4 6.5 4
_. Johnson I, Elementary Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0 6.6 4
Basic N/A N/A 24.5 12 34.4 21
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 53.1 26 39.3 24
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 22.4 11 19.7 12

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 2.2 1
Proficient N/A N/A 27.5 11 13.0 6
Basic N/A N/A 57.5 23 50.0 23
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 15.0 6 32.6 15
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 2.2 1
John F. Kennedy Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 2.0 1 4.8 2
Basic N/A N/A 38.0 19 26.2 11
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 44.0 22 47.6 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 16.0 8 21.4 9
. Key Elementary Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 1.9 1 3.0 2
Proficient N/A N/A 25.0 13 17.9 12
Basic N/A N/A 42.3 22 49.3 33
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 28.8 15 22.4 15
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 1.9 1 7.5 5
ewood Middle Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 4.8 6 3.1 4
Proficient N/A N/A 20.0 25 21.5 28
Basic N/A N/A 49.6 62 55.4 72
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.2 29 18.5 24
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 2.4 3 15 2
Bluff Elementary Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 2.0 3 4.3 6
Proficient N/A N/A 235 35 29.3 41
Basic N/A N/A 59.1 88 51.4 72
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 14.1 21 14.3 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 1.3 2 0.7 1

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

A. A. Nelson Elementary School

Prien

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.2 1
Proficient N/A N/A 20.8 20 34.5 29
Basic N/A N/A 60.4 58 47.6 40
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 15.6 15 14.3 12
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 3.1 3 2.4 2
Oak Park Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.9 1
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0 3.8 2
Basic N/A N/A 37.0 20 24.5 13
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 51.9 28 49.1 26
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 11.1 6 20.8 11
D. S. Perkins Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 2.2 1
Proficient N/A N/A 9.1 5 10.9 5
Basic N/A N/A 58.2 32 45.7 21
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.5 14 34.8 16
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 7.3 4 6.5 3
L ake Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 23 2 4.9 5
Proficient N/A N/A 35.2 31 40.2 41
Basic N/A N/A 55.7 49 48.0 49
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 6.8 6 6.9 7
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
St. John Elementary Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 4.2 4
Proficient N/A N/A 19.5 17 16.7 16
Basic N/A N/A 54.0 47 57.3 55
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 24.1 21 20.8 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 2.3 2 1.0 1

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

010051  StarksHigh School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 115 3 23.3 7
Basic N/A N/A 42.3 11 63.3 19
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 46.2 12 13.3 4
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
010053 Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 7.4 4
Proficient N/A N/A 11.9 7 18.5 10
Basic N/A N/A 66.1 39 57.4 31
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 18.6 11 16.7 9
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 34 2 0.0 0
010054 Richard W. Vincent Elementary Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 1.5 1 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 22.1 15 15.2 10
Basic N/A N/A 58.8 40 50.0 33
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 17.6 12 28.8 19
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 6.1 4
010055 Vinton Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 3.2 2
Proficient N/A N/A 104 10 9.7 6
Basic N/A N/A 50.0 48 53.2 33
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 26.0 25 25.8 16
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 13.5 13 8.1 5
010059 T.H. WatkinsElementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 2.0 1
Proficient N/A N/A 4.2 2 2.0 1
Basic N/A N/A 39.6 19 26.5 13
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 41.7 20 63.3 31
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 14.6 7 6.1 3

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.

Calcasieu Parish, p. 4-39




010060

010061

010063

010065

010067

Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

J. . Watson Middle School

Pearl

Ralph

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.3 2
Proficient N/A N/A 9.4 12 21.3 33
Basic N/A N/A 50.4 64 54.2 84
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 26.8 34 18.7 29
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 134 17 45 7
Watson Elementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 1.7 1 1.6 1
Basic N/A N/A 23.3 14 29.7 19
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 45.0 27 54.7 35
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 30.0 18 14.1 9

Western Heights Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 24 1
Proficient N/A N/A 22.8 13 14.6 6
Basic N/A N/A 54.4 31 53.7 22
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 14.0 8 26.8 11
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 8.8 5 2.4 1
Westwood Elementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 25 2
Proficient N/A N/A 8.8 10 16.3 13
Basic N/A N/A 57.9 66 57.5 46
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 26.3 30 21.3 17
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 7.0 8 25 2
F. Wilson Elementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.8 1
Proficient N/A N/A 1.6 1 7.0 4
Basic N/A N/A 30.2 19 26.3 15
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 49.2 31 49.1 28
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 19.0 12 15.8 9

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13c. LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

010068 GillisElementary Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 2.1 2 2.7 3

Proficient N/A N/A 17.5 17 24.3 27

Basic N/A N/A 56.7 55 58.6 65

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 20.6 20 12.6 14

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 3.1 3 1.8 2
District

Advanced N/A N/A 11 28 25 61

Proficient N/A N/A 13.5 334 16.2 402

Basic N/A N/A 49.8| 1,232 47.0] 1,169

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 27.5 681 279 693

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 8.0 198 6.6 163
State

Advanced N/A N/A 11 638 1.9 1,205

Proficient N/A N/A 10.9| 6,156 11.4| 7,112

Basic N/A N/A 39.6/ 22,330 37.6| 23,485

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 30.1] 16,990 33.9] 21,148

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 18.2| 10,288 15.2| 9,476

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Barbe Elementary School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Jessie

Call

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 5.3 2 4.7 2
Basic N/A N/A 39.5 15 51.2 22
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 34.2 13 20.9 9
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 21.1 8 23.3 10
Bell City High School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 11.1 4 7.1 3
Basic N/A N/A 41.7 15 66.7 28
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.0 9 19.0 8
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 22.2 8 7.1 3
Brentwood Elementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 6.1 3 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A 28.6 14 36.2 25
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 30.6 15 37.7 26
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 34.7 17 26.1 18
D. Clifton Elementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 75 7 6.7 5
Basic N/A N/A 4.1 41 57.3 43
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 312 29 20.0 15
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 17.2 16 16.0 12
e OaksElementary School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 7.4 4 11.6 5
Basic N/A N/A 59.3 32 51.2 22
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 18.5 10 14.0 6
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 14.8 8 23.3 10

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Doretha A. Combre Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.4 1
Proficient N/A N/A 4.8 2 4.3 3
Basic N/A N/A 33.3 14 429 30
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 31.0 13 34.3 24
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 31.0 13 17.1 12
T.S. Cooley Elementary M agnet School
Advanced N/A N/A 2.2 1 234 11
Proficient N/A N/A 32.6 15 42.6 20
Basic N/A N/A 54.3 25 34.0 16
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 8.7 4 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 2.2 1 0.0 0
DeQuincy Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 1.8 2 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 4.5 5 9.7 11
Basic N/A N/A 51.8 58 56.6 64
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.2 26 24.8 28
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 18.8 21 8.8 10
Dalby Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 23 1 1.9 1
Proficient N/A N/A 13.6 6 26.9 14
Basic N/A N/A 65.9 29 57.7 30
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 15.9 7 11.5 6
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 2.3 1 1.9 1
Rosa Fondel Elementary
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0| Closed| Closed
Basic N/A N/A 47.4 9| Closed| Closed
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 36.8 7| Closed| Closed
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 15.8 3| Closed| Closed

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Fairview Elementary School

John

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 2.9 2 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 2.9 2 6.4 5
Basic N/A N/A 60.0 42 56.4 44
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 21.4 15 23.1 18
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 12.9 9 14.1 11
Frasch Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 1.2 1 1.4 1
Proficient N/A N/A 8.5 7 16.7 12
Basic N/A N/A 51.2 42 59.7 43
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 29.3 24 18.1 13
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 9.8 8 4.2 3
. Henning Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 2.8 2 23 2
Proficient N/A N/A 12.7 9 18.4 16
Basic N/A N/A 70.4 50 66.7 58
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 8.5 6 8.0 7
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 5.6 4 4.6 4
Henry Heights Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 105 6 12.9 8
Basic N/A N/A 59.6 34 66.1 41
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 15.8 9 12.9 8
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 14.0 8 8.1 5
_. Johnson I, Elementary Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A 14.3 7 36.1 22
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 32.7 16 37.7 23
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 53.1 26 26.2 16

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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M. J. Kaufman Elementary School

Mapl

M oss

Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 4.3 2
Proficient N/A N/A 175 7 17.4 8
Basic N/A N/A 72.5 29 54.3 25
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 10.0 4 17.4 8
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 6.5 3
John F. Kennedy Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 4.0 2 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A 36.0 18 50.0 21
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 44.0 22 21.4 9
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 16.0 8 28.6 12
. Key Elementary Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 1.9 1 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 15.4 8 16.4 11
Basic N/A N/A 59.6 31 56.7 38
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 17.3 9 19.4 13
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 5.8 3 7.5 5
ewood Middle Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 0.8 1 3.1 4
Proficient N/A N/A 19.2 24 20.8 27
Basic N/A N/A 65.6 82 65.4 85
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 10.4 13 10.0 13
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 4.0 5 0.8 1
Bluff Elementary Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 27 4 21 3
Proficient N/A N/A 27.5 41 25.0 35
Basic N/A N/A 54.4 81 60.0 84
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 10.7 16 10.0 14
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 4.7 7 2.9 4

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

A. A. Nelson Elementary School

Prien

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.2 1
Proficient N/A N/A 24.0 23 33.3 28
Basic N/A N/A 61.5 59 52.4 44
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 10.4 10 9.5 8
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 4.2 4 3.6 3
Oak Park Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 1.9 1 11.3 6
Basic N/A N/A 59.3 32 34.0 18
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 315 17 34.0 18
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 7.4 4 20.8 11
D. S. Perkins Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 12.7 7 6.5 3
Basic N/A N/A 56.4 31 50.0 23
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 20.0 11 32.6 15
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 10.9 6 10.9 5
L ake Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 9.1 8 1.0 1
Proficient N/A N/A 45.5 40 314 32
Basic N/A N/A 42.0 37 58.8 60
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 34 3 7.8 8
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.0 1
St. John Elementary Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.0 1
Proficient N/A N/A 24.1 21 26.0 25
Basic N/A N/A 64.4 56 59.4 57
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 8.0 7 10.4 10
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 34 3 3.1 3

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

010051  StarksHigh School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 6.7 2
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0 16.7 5
Basic N/A N/A 53.8 14 63.3 19
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 30.8 8 10.0 3
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 15.4 4 3.3 1
010053 Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 6.8 4 29.6 16
Basic N/A N/A 78.0 46 59.3 32
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 11.9 7 7.4 4
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 34 2 3.7 2
010054 Richard W. Vincent Elementary Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 4.4 3 1.5 1
Proficient N/A N/A 25.0 17 7.6 5
Basic N/A N/A 51.5 35 65.2 43
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 16.2 11 19.7 13
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 2.9 2 6.1 4
010055 Vinton Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 4.2 4 11.3 7
Basic N/A N/A 46.9 45 58.1 36
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 219 21 14.5 9
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 27.1 26 16.1 10
010059 T.H. WatkinsElementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 4.2 2 2.0 1
Basic N/A N/A 45.8 22 38.8 19
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 20.8 10 28.6 14
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 29.2 14 30.6 15

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

J. . Watson Middle School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 3.2 5
Proficient N/A N/A 134 17 11.6 18
Basic N/A N/A 55.1 70 61.3 95
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 16.5 21 12.9 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 15.0 19 11.0 17
Pear| Watson Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0 3.1 2
Basic N/A N/A 25.0 15 48.4 31
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 38.3 23 29.7 19
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 36.7 22 18.8 12
Western Heights Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 7.0 4 4.9 2
Basic N/A N/A 66.7 38 65.9 27
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 12.3 7 26.8 11
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 14.0 8 2.4 1
Westwood Elementary School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.3 1
Proficient N/A N/A 14.9 17 11.3 9
Basic N/A N/A 48.2 55 66.3 53
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.4 29 17.5 14
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 11.4 13 3.8 3
Ralph F. Wilson Elementary Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.8 1
Proficient N/A N/A 1.6 1 7.0 4
Basic N/A N/A 41.3 26 47.4 27
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 33.3 21 31.6 18
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 23.8 15 12.3 7

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 4 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

010068 GillisElementary Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.8 2

Proficient N/A N/A 4.1 4 17.1 19

Basic N/A N/A 69.1 67 66.7 74

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 18.6 18 12.6 14

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 8.2 8 1.8 2
District

Advanced N/A N/A 11 26 1.6 40

Proficient N/A N/A 12.8 316 14.7 367

Basic N/A N/A 53.2| 1,316 56.2| 1,399

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 19.9 491 17.9 446

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 13.1 324 9.5 237
State

Advanced N/A N/A 0.9 495 1.2 724

Proficient N/A N/A 10.1) 5,702 10.3| 6,432

Basic N/A N/A 42.2| 23,775 44.0| 27,458

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.0/ 12,986 23.4| 14,634

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 23.8| 13,426 21.1] 13,188

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13e: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

S. P. Arnette Middle School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 0.6 1 0.7 1 0.7 1
Proficient 20.5 33 16.9 25 14.8 22
Basic 28.0 45 45.9 68 46.3 69
Approaching Basic 39.8 64 311 46 29.5 44
Unsatisfactory 11.2 18 5.4 8 8.7 13
Barbe, Alfred M., High School
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Bell City High School
Advanced 4.0 2 2.3 1 2.7 1
Proficient 14.0 7 13.6 6 8.1 3
Basic 44.0 22 59.1 26 67.6 25
Approaching Basic 28.0 14 18.2 8 21.6 8
Unsatisfactory 10.0 5 6.8 3 0.0 0
DeQuincy Middle School
Advanced 0.9 1 1.0 1 0.0 0
Proficient 10.3 12 135 13 17.0 16
Basic 35.9 42 43.8 42 42.6 40
Approaching Basic 43.6 51 34.4 33 34.0 32
Unsatisfactory 9.4 11 7.3 7 6.4 6
Lake CharlesBoston High Schoal
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13e: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

LaGrange High School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
W. W. LewisMiddle School
Advanced 2.0 5 1.9 5 0.4 1
Proficient 9.8 25 134 36 17.0 39
Basic 38.2 97 56.5 152 45.4 104
Approaching Basic 38.6 98 23.4 63 31.0 71
Unsatisfactory 11.4 29 4.8 13 6.1 14
LeBlanc Middle School
Advanced 1.3 2 0.0 0 1.7 2
Proficient 14.0 22 14.6 20 10.8 13
Basic 35.0 55 51.1 70 44.2 53
Approaching Basic 36.9 58 29.2 40 38.3 46
Unsatisfactory 12.7 20 5.1 7 5.0 6
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Advanced 0.6 1 3.0 4 1.8 2
Proficient 175 28 34.1 46 28.3 32
Basic 36.3 58 48.1 65 44.2 50
Approaching Basic 34.4 55 11.1 15 18.6 21
Unsatisfactory 11.3 18 3.7 5 7.1 8
Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet School
Advanced 0.5 1 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 7.1 14 9.0 14 5.9 11
Basic 22.7 45 27.7 43 35.8 67
Approaching Basic 42.9 85 44.5 69 36.4 68
Unsatisfactory 26.8 53 18.7 29 21.9 41

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13e: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
Bluff Middle School
Advanced 1.5 4 0.3 1 0.7 2
Proficient 20.2 54 21.1 63 11.3 32
Basic 42.3 113 48.8 146 55.1 156
Approaching Basic 32.2 86 25.1 75 279 79
Unsatisfactory 3.7 10 4.7 14 4.9 14
Oak Park Middle School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 6.8 11 6.6 10 7.5 12
Basic 32.9 53 4.7 68 4.1 71
Approaching Basic 45.3 73 36.8 56 39.1 63
Unsatisfactory 14.9 24 11.8 18 9.3 15
Reynaud Middle School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 0.0 0 0.0 0 1.2 1
Basic 16.2 17 25.6 22 20.7 17
Approaching Basic 40.0 42 48.8 42 57.3 47
Unsatisfactory 43.8 46 25.6 22 20.7 17
Starks High School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 16.7 5 6.7 2 12.5 3
Basic 53.3 16 63.3 19 54.2 13
Approaching Basic 26.7 8 30.0 9 29.2 7
Unsatisfactory 3.3 1 0.0 0 4.2 1
Sulphur High Schoal
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13e: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Vinton High School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Vinton Middle School
Advanced 1.0 1 1.5 1 0.0 0
Proficient 6.3 6 5.9 4 5.3 4
Basic 25.0 24 55.9 38 40.8 31
Approaching Basic 47.9 46 29.4 20 474 36
Unsatisfactory 19.8 19 7.4 5 6.6 5
Washington/M arion M agnet High Schoal
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
J. |. Watson Middle School
Advanced 1.3 2 1.6 2 0.7 1
Proficient 5.8 9 10.2 13 15.8 22
Basic 33.8 52 46.9 60 46.8 65
Approaching Basic 40.9 63 34.4 44 30.9 43
Unsatisfactory 18.2 28 7.0 9 5.8 8
S. J. Welsh Middle Schoal
Advanced 0.5 2 1.1 4 1.7 6
Proficient 14.6 54 22.7 82 20.9 76
Basic 44.9 166 53.0 192 48.8 177
Approaching Basic 33.0 122 20.2 73 24.2 88
Unsatisfactory 7.0 26 3.0 11 4.4 16

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13e: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
Westlake High School
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
F. K. White Middle School
Advanced 1.2 3 0.4 1 0.4 1
Proficient 9.9 24 19.0 47 14.2 37
Basic 40.9 99 52.0 129 43.8 114
Approaching Basic 38.4 93 25.0 62 35.0 91
Unsatisfactory 9.5 23 3.6 9 6.5 17
Calcasieu Career Center
Advanced ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ 0.0 0 2.9 1
Basic ~ ~ 30.0 9 17.1 6
Approaching Basic ~ ~ 36.7 11 54.3 19
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ 33.3 10 25.7 9
Advanced 1.0 25 0.9 21 0.7 17
Proficient 12.1] 303 16.2 381 139 323
Basic 36.0 901 48.3| 1,140 45.4| 1,052
Approaching Basic 37.9 949 27.7 654 32.1 744
Unsatisfactory 12.9 324 6.9 163 7.8 181
Advanced 11| 577 1.2 615 0.6| 326
Proficient 11.2| 6,035 14.1] 7,512 13.5| 7,138
Basic 31.5| 17,005 38.9| 20,777 37.6| 19,837
Approaching Basic 35.9| 19,358 33.1| 17,652 34.4| 18,133
Unsatisfactory 20.3| 10,928 12.8| 6,829 13.9] 7,314

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13f: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Mathematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

S. P. Arnette Middle School

DeQu

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced 0.0 0 2.0 3 0.7 1
Proficient 7.5 12 6.1 9 2.0 3
Basic 39.4 63 55.4 82 51.4 76
Approaching Basic 26.3 42 18.9 28 26.4 39
Unsatisfactory 26.9 43 17.6 26 19.6 29
Barbe, Alfred M., High School
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Bell City High School
Advanced 4.0 2 0.0 0 5.4 2
Proficient 12.0 6 13.6 6 2.7 1
Basic 40.0 20 63.6 28 73.0 27
Approaching Basic 24.0 12 15.9 7 10.8 4
Unsatisfactory 20.0 10 6.8 3 8.1 3
incy Middle Schoal
Advanced 0.0 0 21 2 21 2
Proficient 9.4 11 31 3 11.7 11
Basic 479 56 56.3 54 54.3 51
Approaching Basic 27.4 32 16.7 16 18.1 17
Unsatisfactory 15.4 18 21.9 21 13.8 13
Lake CharlesBoston High Schoal
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13f: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Mathematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

LaGrange High School

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
. LewisMiddle School
Advanced 4.3 11 5.2 14 5.3 12
Proficient 5.1 13 8.2 22 9.6 22
Basic 47.2 120 55.0 148 58.8 134
Approaching Basic 20.5 52 19.3 52 16.7 38
Unsatisfactory 22.8 58 12.3 33 9.6 22
nc Middle School
Advanced 4.5 7 3.6 5 5.8 7
Proficient 7.6 12 10.2 14 3.3 4
Basic 42.7 67 55.5 76 61.7 74
Approaching Basic 26.8 42 18.2 25 16.7 20
Unsatisfactory 18.5 29 124 17 125 15
ewood Middle Schoal
Advanced 25 4 8.1 11 9.7 11
Proficient 125 20 14.8 20 17.7 20
Basic 44.4 71 63.0 85 54.0 61
Approaching Basic 19.4 31 8.1 11 9.7 11
Unsatisfactory 21.3 34 5.9 8 8.8 10
Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 2.0 4 0.0 0 1.6 3
Basic 24.7 49 23.9 37 23.0 43
Approaching Basic 19.2 38 28.4 44 29.9 56
Unsatisfactory 54.0 107 47.7 74 45.5 85

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13f: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Mathematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
Bluff Middle School
Advanced 23 6 3.0 9 4.9 14
Proficient 8.3 22 7.0 21 6.7 19
Basic 57.1 152 59.5 178 60.8 172
Approaching Basic 18.8 50 19.1 57 15.2 43
Unsatisfactory 13.5 36 11.4 34 12.4 35
Oak Park Middle School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.7 1 1.2 2
Proficient 1.2 2 3.3 5 1.9 3
Basic 25.5 41 30.3 46 38.5 62
Approaching Basic 26.7 43 22.4 34 29.8 48
Unsatisfactory 46.6 75 43.4 66 28.6 46
Reynaud Middle School
Advanced 0.0 0 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient 0.0 0 1.2 1 0.0 0
Basic 11.4 12 15.1 13 23.2 19
Approaching Basic 229 24 26.7 23 317 26
Unsatisfactory 65.7 69 57.0 49 45.1 37
Starks High School
Advanced 0.0 0 3.3 1 0.0 0
Proficient 6.7 2 0.0 0 0.0 0
Basic 53.3 16 80.0 24 66.7 16
Approaching Basic 20.0 6 6.7 2 20.8 5
Unsatisfactory 20.0 6 10.0 3 12.5 3
Sulphur High Schoal
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13f: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Mathematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

Vinton High School

Wash

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Vinton Middle School
Advanced 0.0 0 1.5 1 0.0 0
Proficient 2.1 2 2.9 2 7.9 6
Basic 33.3 32 48.5 33 46.1 35
Approaching Basic 219 21 23.5 16 21.1 16
Unsatisfactory 42.7 41 23.5 16 25.0 19
ngton/Marion Magnet High School
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~| 100.0 1
J. |. Watson Middle School
Advanced 0.0 0 3.9 5 5.8 8
Proficient 2.6 4 6.3 8 3.6 5
Basic 39.6 61 50.0 64 46.8 65
Approaching Basic 21.4 33 14.1 18 25.9 36
Unsatisfactory 36.4 56 25.8 33 18.0 25
S. J. Welsh Middle Schoal
Advanced 27 10 8.6 31 7.7 28
Proficient 11.6 43 11.6 42 11.8 43
Basic 52.4 194 52.9 191 49.9 181
Approaching Basic 16.8 62 15.8 57 17.4 63
Unsatisfactory 16.5 61 11.1 40 13.2 48

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13f: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Mathematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010064 Westlake High School
Advanced ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ ~ ~ 0.0 0
010066 F.K.White Middle Schoal
Advanced 2.1 5 0.8 2 5.4 14
Proficient 25 6 7.3 18 4.2 11
Basic 40.1 97 48.8 121 48.5 126
Approaching Basic 23.6 57 25.8 64 22.3 58
Unsatisfactory 31.8 77 17.3 43 19.6 51
010072 Calcasieu Career Center
Advanced ~ ~ 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient ~ ~ 0.0 0 2.9 1
Basic ~ ~ 23.3 7 229 8
Approaching Basic ~ ~ 20.0 6 34.3 12
Unsatisfactory ~ ~ 56.7 17 40.0 14
District
Advanced 1.8 45 3.6 85 4.4 101
Proficient 6.4 159 7.3 171 6.5 151
Basic 42.0] 1,049 50.0/ 1,180 49.3| 1,142
Approaching Basic 21.6 541 19.2 453 20.7 480
Unsatisfactory 28.2 706 19.9 469 19.1] 442
State
Advanced 1.3 713 2.6] 1,370 2.6/ 1,390
Proficient 4.4| 2,359 4.8 2,575 4.5 2,396
Basic 33.3| 17,927 38.8| 20,718 43.0| 22,717
Approaching Basic 21.3] 11,498 21.5/ 11,478 22.3/ 11,771
Unsatisfactory 39.7| 21,360 32.2/ 17,193 27.5] 14,543

~ = Unavailable Data
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Table 13g: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

S. P. Arnette Middle School

DeQu

W. W

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.7 1 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 155 23 10.1 15
Basic N/A N/A 41.9 62 50.0 74
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 28.4 42 26.4 39
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 13.5 20 13.5 20
Bell City High School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 11.4 5 10.8 4
Basic N/A N/A 47.7 21 51.4 19
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 29.5 13 35.1 13
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 114 5 27 1
incy Middle Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 1.0 1 21 2
Proficient N/A N/A 21.9 21 24.5 23
Basic N/A N/A 34.4 33 42.6 40
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 28.1 27 19.1 18
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 14.6 14 11.7 11

Lake CharlesBoston High Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
. LewisMiddle School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.4 1 0.4 1
Proficient N/A N/A 23.1 62 14.9 34
Basic N/A N/A 46.6 125 50.4 115
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.1 62 25.0 57
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 6.7 18 9.2 21

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13g: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

LeBlanc M iddle School

M oss

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 37 5 1.7 2
Proficient N/A N/A 10.3 14 22.5 27
Basic N/A N/A 4.1 60 44.2 53
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.7 35 21.7 26
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 16.2 22 10.0 12
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.7 1 0.9 1
Proficient N/A N/A 37.8 51 20.4 23
Basic N/A N/A 43.0 58 50.4 57
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 16.3 22 20.4 23
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 2.2 3 8.0 9
Ray D. Molo Middle M agnet School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 1.3 2 1.6 3
Basic N/A N/A 17.2 27 23.1 43
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 34.4 54 36.0 67
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 47.1 74 39.2 73
Bluff Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.3 1 1.1 3
Proficient N/A N/A 19.7 59 20.1 57
Basic N/A N/A 4.1 132 48.1 136
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 24.7 74 20.8 59
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 11.0 33 9.9 28
Oak Park Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 2.6 4 10.0 16
Basic N/A N/A 26.8 41 28.8 46
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 35.3 54 35.6 57
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 35.3 54 25.6 41

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13g: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
Reynaud Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 2.3 2 1.2 1
Basic N/A N/A 16.3 14 14.6 12
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.3 20 35.4 29
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 58.1 50 48.8 40
Starks High School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 20.0 6 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A 50.0 15 62.5 15
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 16.7 5 25.0 6
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 13.3 4 12.5 3
Sulphur High Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Vinton High Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Vinton Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 11.8 8 19.7 15
Basic N/A N/A 41.2 28 42.1 32
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 33.8 23 26.3 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 13.2 9 11.8 9

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13g: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010058 Washington/Marion Magnet High School
Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
010060 J.|. Watson Middle Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.8 1 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 14.1 18 13.7 19
Basic N/A N/A 34.4 44 43.9 61
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 32.0 41 25.2 35
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 18.8 24 17.3 24
010062 S.J. Welsh Middle Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 25 9 1.4 5
Proficient N/A N/A 30.9 111 26.7 97
Basic N/A N/A 41.2 148 42.4 154
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 18.1 65 20.9 76
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 7.2 26 8.5 31
010066 F. K. White Middle Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.5 4
Proficient N/A N/A 21.8 54 17.7 46
Basic N/A N/A 41.5 103 40.8 106
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.0 62 27.7 72
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 11.7 29 12.3 32
010072 Calcasieu Career Center
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 13.8 4 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A 10.3 3 22.2 8
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 20.7 6 36.1 13
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 55.2 16 41.7 15

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13g: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Science
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.8 20 0.8 18

Proficient N/A N/A 18.7| 440 16.4| 380

Basic N/A N/A 38.6/ 910 41.6] 963

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.4 599 25.8 597

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 16.5| 388 15.4| 357

Advanced N/A N/A 0.6/ 309 0.7 381

Proficient N/A N/A 14.6| 7,766 13.8| 7,211

Basic N/A N/A 30.5| 16,274 35.2| 18,473

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 27.7| 14,769 27.2] 14,249

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 26.6| 14,176 23.1] 12,094

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13h: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

S. P. Arnette Middle School

DeQu

W. W

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.7 1
Proficient N/A N/A 135 20 115 17
Basic N/A N/A 52.0 77 49.3 73
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 18.9 28 23.6 35
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 15.5 23 14.9 22
Bell City High School

Advanced N/A N/A 23 1 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 13.6 6 135 5
Basic N/A N/A 52.3 23 54.1 20
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 27.3 12 27.0 10
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 4.5 2 5.4 2
incy Middle Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 21 2
Proficient N/A N/A 115 11 13.8 13
Basic N/A N/A 49.0 47 52.1 49
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 219 21 21.3 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 17.7 17 10.6 10

Lake CharlesBoston High Schoal

Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
. LewisMiddle School

Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.3 3
Proficient N/A N/A 12.3 33 18.0 41
Basic N/A N/A 59.1 159 50.0 114
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 17.5 47 19.3 44
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 11.2 30 11.4 26

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13h: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

nc Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.7 1 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 10.3 14 9.2 11
Basic N/A N/A 43.4 59 51.7 62
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 22.8 31 24.2 29
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 22.8 31 15.0 18
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.7 1 27 3
Proficient N/A N/A 25.2 34 15.9 18
Basic N/A N/A 61.5 83 57.5 65
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 9.6 13 18.6 21
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 3.0 4 5.3 6
Ray D. Molo Middle M agnet School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 0.6 1 1.6 3
Basic N/A N/A 24.4 38 32.6 61
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 32.7 51 28.3 53
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 42.3 66 37.4 70
Bluff Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 1.7 5 0.4 1
Proficient N/A N/A 13.7 41 11.3 32
Basic N/A N/A 52.5 157 54.8 155
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 20.1 60 23.7 67
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 12.0 36 9.9 28
Oak Park Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 4.6 7 4.4 7
Basic N/A N/A 40.5 62 36.3 58
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 34.6 53 35.0 56
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 20.3 31 24.4 39

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13h: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010047 Reynaud Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0 1.2 1
Basic N/A N/A 17.4 15 14.6 12
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 25.6 22 35.4 29
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 57.0 49 48.8 40
010051 StarksHigh School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 10.0 3 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A 66.7 20 50.0 12
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 16.7 5 29.2 7
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 6.7 2 20.8 5
010052  Sulphur High School
Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
010056  Vinton High School
Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
010057 Vinton Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 5.9 4 9.2 7
Basic N/A N/A 48.5 33 4.7 34
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 279 19 31.6 24
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 17.6 12 145 11

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13h: LEAP 21 Test Results- Grade 8 Social Studies
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

J. LW

ngton/Marion Magnet High School
Advanced N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A ~ ~ 0.0 0
atson Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.7 1
Proficient N/A N/A 3.9 5 115 16
Basic N/A N/A 47.7 61 41.7 58
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.4 30 30.2 42
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 25.0 32 15.8 22
S. J. Welsh Middle Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 1.1 4 1.7 6
Proficient N/A N/A 22.6 81 23.1 84
Basic N/A N/A 50.1 180 48.5 176
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 19.8 71 19.3 70
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 6.4 23 7.4 27
F. K. White Middle Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A 0.4 1 0.8 2
Proficient N/A N/A 12.9 32 104 27
Basic N/A N/A 54.0 134 50.4 131
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 18.1 45 28.1 73
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 145 36 10.4 27
Calcasieu Career Center
Advanced N/A N/A 0.0 0 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A 0.0 0 2.8 1
Basic N/A N/A 20.7 6 25.0 9
Approaching Basic N/A N/A 20.7 6 30.6 11
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 58.6 17 41.7 15

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Table 13h: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Social Studies

Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

Advanced N/A N/A 0.6 13 0.8 19

Proficient N/A N/A 12.4] 292 12.2 282

Basic N/A N/A 48.7| 1,148 46.6| 1,080

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 215 507 25.0 580

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 16.8] 397 15.3] 355

Advanced N/A N/A 0.6/ 293 0.9] 475

Proficient N/A N/A 10.1] 5,360 11.9| 6,248

Basic N/A N/A 40.9| 21,809 40.8| 21,388

Approaching Basic N/A N/A 23.7| 12,625 24.0] 12,558

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A 24.7| 13,179 22.4| 11,713

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: Science and Social Studiestests of the LEAP 21 test were first administered to the 4th and 8th gradersin Spring 2000.
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Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT) — Old GEE Results

The criterion-referenced test (CRT) given at the secondary leve is the
Graduation Exit Examination (GEE). The GEE measures the extent to
which students met the former State-established, grade-leve skill
requirements in the five GEE subject area components. Given the
implementation of a newly modified statewide testing program (the GEE
21), components of the old GEE (English Language Arts (ELA),
Mathematics, and Written Composition) were given for the last time to
test takers in grade 10 in spring of 2000. The spring of 2001 was the last
time the Science and Social Studies components of the old GEE were
givento initial test takersin grade 11.

To graduate from a Louisiana public high school and receive a regular
diploma, students in the class of 2002 must accumulate 23 Carnegie units
of academic credit and pass all five components of the old GEE. All
students are required to take the old GEE to receive a regular diploma.
Students who did not achieve the performance standards for any of the
five test components have at least two opportunities per year to retake
those components, with remedial instruction offered prior to the retest.

Scores are reported in the District Composite Report for all students who
took the GEE for the first time during the spring administration of each
year. Since 1995-1996, the District Composite Report has reported
scores based on all students taking the tests; therefore, previous years
data are not comparable. Results for the newly rdeased GEE 21 are
made available in the next section of this document.

Data Presentation

Table 14a provides the GEE results for first-time GEE test takers. The
table presents the GEE results in school site code order for each high
school in thedistrict. Also, comparison data are presented for the district
and the state. The tables reflect both the number and percent of students
passing each GEE subject area component.
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Definition
The percent of students passing a specific test is the percent scoring at or

above the performance standard that the state has set in that subject area.
This number is commonly known as the attainment rate.

Data Source

The GEE results are based on student-level data provided to the
Louisiana Department of Education by National Computer Systems
(NCS), the testing contractor for this portion of the Louisiana
Educational Assessment Program (LEAP).



Table 14a: Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results

Percent and Number of Students Passing

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010003 Barbe, Alfred M., High School
English Language Arts 96 366 90 418 N/A N/A
Mathematics 86 328 86 397 N/A N/A
Written Composition 98 356 97 432 N/A N/A
Science 94 340 95 333 90 374
Social Studies 98 355 97 340 95 391
010004 Beéll City High Schoal
English Language Arts 96 51 83 30 N/A N/A
Mathematics 75 40 67 24 N/A N/A
Written Composition 100 53 92 33 N/A N/A
Science 96 47 92 46 88 30
Social Studies 94 46 100 50 97 33
010014 DeQuincy High School
English Language Arts 90 73 73 64 N/A N/A
Mathematics 78 63 68 60 N/A N/A
Written Composition 95 77 84 72 N/A N/A
Science 86 66 81 60 75 51
Social Studies 88 68 91 67 84 57
010025 Houston, Sam, High School
English Language Arts 97 270 93 232 N/A N/A
Mathematics 93 257 87 216 N/A N/A
Written Composition 99 270 98 240 N/A N/A
Science 91 206 92 240 91 201
Social Studies 96 218 94 243 95 213
010026 lowaHigh School
English Language Arts 91 113 84 122 N/A N/A
Mathematics 76 94 79 116 N/A N/A
Written Composition 98 119 95 134 N/A N/A
Science 94 101 92 110 90 112
Social Studies 93 100 96 113 90 112

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: As of Spring 2001, English Language Arts, Mathematics, and Written Composition components of the GEE are no longer administered to first time

test takers.
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Table 14a: Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results

Percent and Number of Students Passing

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

e CharlegBoston High School
English Language Arts 72 108 60 89 N/A N/A
Mathematics 58 86 59 87 N/A N/A
Written Composition 90 128 89 113 N/A N/A
Science 77 54 74 89 68 80
Social Studies 87 65 83 100 76 90
LaGrange High School
English Language Arts 91 222 80 204 N/A N/A
Mathematics 69 169 73 186 N/A N/A
Written Composition 95 227 95 230 N/A N/A
Science 88 219 75 174 80 180
Social Studies 89 223 81 187 85 191
Starks High School
English Language Arts 95 19 85 17 N/A N/A
Mathematics 90 18 55 11 N/A N/A
Written Composition 100 18 95 18 N/A N/A
Science 90 26 95 18 71 15
Social Studies 97 28 95 18 95 20
Sulphur High Schoal
English Language Arts 91 446 91 409 N/A N/A
Mathematics 85 416 86 383 N/A N/A
Written Composition 96 467 98 428 N/A N/A
Science 91 344 90 383 89 332
Social Studies 93 352 94 397 94 349
Vinton High Schoal
English Language Arts 85 73 83 64 N/A N/A
Mathematics 69 60 74 57 N/A N/A
Written Composition 96 82 97 75 N/A N/A
Science 86 62 76 57 83 57
Social Studies 90 65 87 65 96 66

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: As of Spring 2001, English Language Arts, Mathematics, and Written Composition components of the GEE are no longer administered to first time

test

takers.
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Table 14a: Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results

Percent and Number of Students Passing

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

010058 Washington/Marion Magnet High School
English Language Arts 74 151 70 129 N/A N/A
Mathematics 51 106 53 98 N/A N/A
Written Composition 88 171 95 164 N/A N/A
Science 73 119 80 132 74 113
Social Studies 89 148 82 135 97 146
010064 Westlake High School
English Language Arts 92 135 91 150 N/A N/A
Mathematics 77 113 79 130 N/A N/A
Written Composition 98 138 96 156 N/A N/A
Science 84 118 80 102 85 124
Social Studies 89 125 85 109 89 130
010070 Calcasieu P.M. High School
English Language Arts 0 0 100 1 N/A N/A
Mathematics 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
Written Composition 0 0 0 0 N/A N/A
Science 33 1 33 1 0 0
Social Studies 0 0 50 1 0 0
010072 Calcasieu Career Center
English Language Arts 61 17 80 16 N/A N/A
Mathematics 43 12 43 9 N/A N/A
Written Composition 95 21 81 13 N/A N/A
Science 52 15 81 13 54 7
Social Studies 60 18 88 14 75 9

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: As of Spring 2001, English Language Arts, Mathematics, and Written Composition components of the GEE are no longer administered to first time

test takers.
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Table 14a: Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results

Percent and Number of Students Passing

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number [ Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
District
English Language Arts 89| 2,044 84| 1,945 N/A N/A
Mathematics 77| 1,762 77| 1,774 N/A N/A
Written Composition 96| 2,127 96| 2,108 N/A N/A
Science 88| 1,718 86| 1,758 85| 1,676
Social Studies 92| 1,811 90| 1,839 91| 1,807
State
English Language Arts 85] 39,311 81| 37,488 N/A N/A
Mathematics 74| 33,871 74 | 34,208 N/A N/A
Written Composition 93] 41,421 93 | 41,689 N/A N/A
Science 80 | 33,056 81| 33,016 81| 32,854
Social Studies 88 | 36,496 87| 35,215 89 | 36,146

~ = Unavailable Data

N/A = Not Applicable: As of Spring 2001, English Language Arts, Mathematics, and Written Composition components of the GEE are no longer administered to first time

test takers.
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Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT) — GEE 21 Results

Graduation Exit Examination for the 21¥ Century (GEE 21)

The new high school CRT is the Graduation Exit Examination for the
21% Century (GEE 21) and it replaces the old GEE which has been in use
for over a decade. Like the previous GEE, the goal of GEE 21 is to
ensure that students graduate from high school with some basic skills
knowledge in English, Mathematics, Science and Socia Studies.
Furthermore, the GEE 21 is used to measure how wel a student has
mastered the State content standards. The GEE 21 assesses student’s
abilities according to the stat€'s more rigorous standards for what
students should know and be able to do. The GEE 21 will be of the same
rigor asthe LEAP 21, administered in grades 4 and 8.

Like its predecessor, the GEE 21 will have only four subject area tests:
English Language Arts, Mathematics, Science, and Social Studies.
However, the GEE 21 differs from the old test. Instead of receiving
“pass’ or “fail” scores, students will receive an achievement level ranging
from a top leve of “Advanced” to a failing levd of “Unsatisfactory”.
Students must score at the “ Approaching Basic” leved to pass the test.

The first cohort of students to take the GEE 21 are students who are in
the 10™ grade in spring 2001 (the graduating class of 2003). These
students only needed to the English Language Arts and Mathematics tests
to graduate. If they did not pass, they are allowed four more
opportunities to take a retest during their junior and senior years. In
addition to meeting this requirement, subsequent cohorts will have to pass
ether the Science or the Social Studies tests also. The Science and Social
Studies tests will be administered to first-time eeventh graders beginning
in the spring of 2002. All future classes will have to pass the English,
Mathematics and either Science or Social Studies tests to graduate form
high schoal.

Data Presentation

Table 14b provides the GEE 21 results for first time GEE 21 test takers.
Thetable presents the GEE results in school site code order for each high
school in thedistrict. Also, comparison data are presented for the district
and the state. The tables reflect both the number and percent of

students at each achievement levd in the GEE 21 subject area
component.

Data Source

The GEE 21 results are based on student-level data provided to the
Louisiana Department of Education by Data Recognition Corporation
(DRC), the testing contractor for this portion of the Louisiana
Educational Assessment Program (LEAP).
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Table 14b: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels
1999-00

Percent | Number

Barbe, Alfred M., High School

1998-99

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.1 4
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 24.0 88
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 59.8 219
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 10.7 39
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.4 16
Bell City High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 2.6 1
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 21.1 8
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 55.3 21
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 10.5 4
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 105 4
DeQuincy High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 2.2 2
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 15.6 14
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 46.7 42
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 23.3 21
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 12.2 11
DeQuincy Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Houston, Sam, High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 15.3 36
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 61.9 146
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 16.1 38
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 6.8 16

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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Table 14b: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010026 lowa High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.7 2
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.8 22
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 45.3 53
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 27.4 32
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 6.8 8
010031 Lake CharlegBoston High Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.1 4
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 42.3 55
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 32.3 42
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 22.3 29
010033 LaGrange High Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 9.2 21
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 40.4 92
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 23.2 53
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 27.2 62
010051  StarksHigh School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 13.6 3
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 54.5 12
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 22.7 5
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 9.1 2
010052  Sulphur High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.3 6
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 16.8 78
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 52.6| 244
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 17.5 81
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 11.9 55

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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Table 14b: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - English Language Arts

Vinton High School

Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 12.9 12
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 43.0 40
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.8 24
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.3 17
Washington/M arion M agnet High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.0 2
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 25 5
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 38.8 78
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 24.4 49
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 33.3 67
Westlake High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 1.6 2
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 115 14
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 44.3 54
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 25.4 31
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 17.2 21
Calcasieu P.M. High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Calcasieu Career Center
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 24.0 6
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 40.0 10
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 36.0 9

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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Table 14b: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - English Language Arts
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
District
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.9 19
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.5 305
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.1| 1,056
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 19.9 419
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.7 309
State
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.8 345
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 12.1] 5,561
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 42.7| 19,622
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 22.9| 10,502
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 21.6] 9,903

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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Table 14c: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - Mathematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels
1999-00

Percent | Number

Barbe, Alfred M., High School

1998-99

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 104 38
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 24.9 91
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 46.7 171
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 9.3 34
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.7 32
Bell City High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 5.3 2
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 15.8 6
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 57.9 22
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 10.5 4
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 105 4
DeQuincy High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 2.2 2
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 13.3 12
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 38.9 35
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 17.8 16
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 27.8 25
DeQuincy Middle School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Houston, Sam, High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 9.3 22
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 23.3 55
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 36.9 87
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.8 35
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 15.7 37

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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Table 14c: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - Mathematics
Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number
010026 lowa High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.3 5
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 145 17
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 41.9 49
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 17.1 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 22.2 26
010031 Lake CharlegBoston High Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.8 5
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 26.2 34
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 27.7 36
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 42.3 55
010033 LaGrange High Schoal
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 3.1 7
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.3 19
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 28.9 66
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 16.7 38
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 43.0 98
010051  StarksHigh School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.5 1
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.2 4
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 54.5 12
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.5 1
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.2 4
010052  Sulphur High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 8.8 41
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 134 62
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 39.7 184
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 17.5 81
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 20.7 96

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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Table 14c: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - Mathematics

Vinton High School

Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Per cent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Percent | Number

Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 2.2 2
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 10.8 10
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 30.1 28
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.3 17
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 38.7 36
Washington/M arion M agnet High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 25 5
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 5.0 10
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 23.0 46
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 19.5 39
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 50.0 100
Westlake High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.9 6
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 18.9 23
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 40.2 49
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 16.4 20
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 19.7 24
Calcasieu P.M. High School
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Calcasieu Career Center
Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 0.0 0
Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.0 1
Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 28.0 7
Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 20.0 5
Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 48.0 12

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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District

State

Table 14c: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - Mathematics

Percent and Number of Sudents by Achievement Levels

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Percent | Number | Percent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent | Number | Per cent [ Number

Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 6.2 131

Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 149 314

Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 37.2 783

Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 16.2 341

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 25,5 538

Advanced N/A N/A N/A N/A 4.5 2,068

Proficient N/A N/A N/A N/A 13.4| 6,151

Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 32.7| 15,001

Approaching Basic N/A N/A N/A N/A 14.8) 6,803

Unsatisfactory N/A N/A N/A N/A 34.5| 15,834

~ = Unavailable Data
N/A = Not Applicable: English Language Arts and Mathematics tests of the New GEE 21 test were first administered in Spring 2001.
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Norm-Referenced Test (NRT) — The lowa Tests Results

The Louisiana Educational Assessment Program (LEAP) utilizes norm-
referenced tests (NRTS) for national student comparisons with Louisiana
students. In 1998, the NRT administered to Louisiana students changed
from the California Achievement Test to the lowa Tests of Basic Skills
(ITBS) and the | owa Tests of Educational Development (I TED).

The lowa Tests are a standardized achievement test battery with items
presented in a traditional multiplechoice format. A nationally
representative group of students took The lowa Tests under specified
directions and certain conditions. Their scores became the norms used to
compare individual students and groups of students to students in the
nation.

The majority of the tests that make up the Complete Batteries of the ITBS
for grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 are the same. The tests include Vocabulary,
Reading Comprehension, Math Concepts and Estimation, Math Problem
Solving and Data Interpretation, Social Studies, Science, Maps and
Diagrams and Reference Materials. Third graders are administered the
Spdling, Capitalization, Punctuation, and the Usage and Expression
tests, which are combined into a Language Total score. Students in
grades 5, 6, and 7 are administered the Integrated Writing Skills test. A
Mathematics Computation test was administered at only grade 3;
Mathematics Computation is not used to calculate the Mathematics
Total, Core Total, or the Composite score. The lowa Tests of Basic
Sills Composite score is the average of the scores for Reading Total,
Language Total or Integrated Writing Skills, Mathematics Total, Social
Studies, Science, and Sources of Information Total.

The ITED consists of seven tests: Vocabulary, Ability to Interpret
Literary Materials, Correctness and Appropriateness of Expression,
Ability to Do Quantitative Thinking, Analysis of Social Studies
Materials, Analysis of Science Materials, and Uses of Sources of
Information. For the ITED, a Content Area Reading score is computed
based on questions from the tests on Literary Materials, Science, and
Social Studies. This score is combined with the Vocabulary test score to
obtain the Reading Total score. The lowa Tests of Educational
Development Composite score is the average of the Reading Total and
the scores for the other six tests. In spring 2001, approximatey 272,500

Calcasieu Parish, p. 4-84

public school students were given the on-level test. Among them,
185,900 students in grades 3, 5, 6, and 7 took the Complete Batteries of
the ITBS Form M. Approximately 43,100 public school students in
grade 9 were also tested, taking the Complete Battery of the ITED, Form
M. There were some 8" grade (option 2 students) who were considered
“eght-and-a-half” ers and they were required to take the NRT as well.

These tests are administered to all students, except for students whose
Individual Education Plans (IEPs) indicate that they have met the
participation criteria for alternate assessment, which began in the 2000-
2001 school year, or for out-of-level assessment, which began in the
1999-2000 schoal year. Also, Limited English Proficient (LEP) students
who are determined to be digible for a deferment from testing are not
required to take the tests. Scores are reported for all students not
requiring accommodations to the standardized administration procedures.

Data Presentation

Tables 15a-15e present the on-level NRT results for grades 3, 5, 6, 7,
and 9, respectively. Test results are shown for all public schools in the
district with schools listed in site code order. District, state, and national
results are presented for comparison purposes.

The data presented are based on national percentile ranks. A percentile
rank is the percent of students in the national norm group who scored at
or beow a particular score. Data are grouped as follows:

+  Quartile 4—the percent of students who scored between the 75™ and
99" percentile ranks, or in other words, the percent of students in the
top 25% of students in the national norm group. If 32 of 100
students scored this high, Quartile 4 would read 32 percent.

e Quartile 3-the percent of students who scored between the 50th and
the 74th national percentiles.



e Quartile 2—the percent of students who scored between the 25th and
49th national percentiles.

e Quartile 1-the percent of students who scored between the 1st and
24th national percentiles.

e Percentile Rank of the Average Standard Score for the National
Student Norms—percentile rank of the average student in the school,
district, or state. For example, a percentile rank of 48 for a school
means that 48 percent of the students nationally (in the norm group)
scored at or below the average score obtained by the students in the
school.

Definition
e Normreferenced tests (NRTS)—These tests produce scores that tell

how individuals, schools, districts, and the state perform in
comparison with the national norm group.

Data Source

The lowa Tests Results presented here in the DCR are based on school-
level data provided to the Louisiana Department of Education, Division
of Planning, Analysis and Information Resources by Riverside
Publishing, the testing contractor for The lowa Tests.
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010009

010010

Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Bar be Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 6.1 12.5 8.2
Third Quartile 30.3 50.0 28.6
Second Quartile 51.5 28.1 51.0
First Quartile 12.1 9.4 12.2
Per centile Rank 43 54 45
Bell City High School
Fourth Quartile 7.4 25.8 19.4
Third Quartile 37.0 25.8 29.0
Second Quartile 44.4 41.9 41.9
First Quartile 11.1 6.5 9.7
Per centile Rank 47 56 54
Brentwood Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 7.7 0.0 7.0
Third Quartile 25.6 33.3 23.3
Second Quartile 25.6 43.6 39.5
First Quartile 41.0 23.1 30.2
Per centile Rank 37 36 39
Jessie D. Clifton Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 12.3 6.0 12.0
Third Quartile 24.6 34.0 25.3
Second Quartile 35.4 38.0 37.3
First Quartile 27.7 22.0 25.3
Per centile Rank 42 42 43
College Oaks Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 17.4 40.0 15.9
Third Quartile 47.8 20.0 36.4
Second Quartile 30.4 40.0 29.5
First Quartile 4.3 0.0 18.2
Per centile Rank 60 61 52

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010013

010016

010017

Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Doretha A. Combre Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 7.9 18.8 4.8
Third Quartile 26.3 43.8 26.2
Second Quartile 31.6 313 45.2
First Quartile 34.2 6.3 23.8
Per centile Rank 40 55 39
T.S. Cooley Elementary M agnet School
Fourth Quartile 42.9 62.2 42.9
Third Quartile 32.7 22.2 38.8
Second Quartile 22.4 15.6 18.4
First Quartile 2.0 0.0 0.0
Per centile Rank 71 81 73
DeQuincy Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 18.4 14.6 28.7
Third Quartile 29.8 25.8 29.6
Second Quartile 32.5 37.1 27.8
First Quartile 19.3 225 13.9
Per centile Rank 50 48 57
Dolby Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 28.2 54.2 56.1
Third Quartile 35.9 313 34.1
Second Quartile 30.8 12.5 7.3
First Quartile 5.1 2.1 2.4
Per centile Rank 60 75 77
Rosa Fondel Elementary
Fourth Quartile 15.8 13.8 Closd
Third Quartile 42.1 31.0 Closd
Second Quartile 36.8 20.7 Closd
First Quartile 5.3 34.5 Closed
Per centile Rank 52 43 Closd

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010027

Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Fairview Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 10.2 17.6 20.5
Third Quartile 40.8 33.3 54.5
Second Quartile 38.8 35.3 25.0
First Quartile 10.2 13.7 0.0
Per centile Rank 52 53 62
Frasch Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 21.9 32.1 58.1
Third Quartile 46.6 48.2 22.6
Second Quartile 28.8 17.9 17.7
First Quartile 2.7 1.8 1.6
Per centile Rank 60 67 77
W. T. Henning Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 27.0 229 41.7
Third Quartile 47.6 42.9 37.5
Second Quartile 20.6 28.6 20.8
First Quartile 4.8 5.7 0.0
Per centile Rank 64 61 69
Henry Heights Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 19.2 21.6 9.5
Third Quartile 26.9 39.2 38.1
Second Quartile 42.3 33.3 38.1
First Quartile 11.5 5.9 14.3
Per centile Rank 51 59 48
John L. Johnson |1, Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 0.0 6.5 27.0
Third Quartile 4.5 15.2 37.8
Second Quartile 38.6 50.0 21.6
First Quartile 56.8 28.3 13.5
Per centile Rank 23 36 57

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3

Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

010028

010029

010030

010036

010039

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
M. J. Kaufman Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 18.9 24.4 19.6
Third Quartile 48.6 37.8 51.0
Second Quartile 27.0 22.2 27.5
First Quartile 5.4 15.6 2.0
Per centile Rank 58 60 61
John F. Kennedy Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 4.9 9.1 9.3
Third Quartile 14.6 21.2 23.3
Second Quartile 56.1 54.5 41.9
First Quartile 24.4 15.2 25.6
Per centile Rank 36 45 39
E. K. Key Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 35.4 30.9 17.2
Third Quartile 313 34.5 31.0
Second Quartile 22.9 29.1 36.2
First Quartile 10.4 5.5 15.5
Per centile Rank 65 61 51
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 29.0 37.6 44.2
Third Quartile 35.5 35.8 314
Second Quartile 23.4 19.3 20.9
First Quartile 12.1 7.3 35
Per centile Rank 61 67 69
M oss Bluff Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 30.6 37.0 35.6
Third Quartile 313 33.3 33.6
Second Quartile 34.0 22.2 21.9
First Quartile 4.1 7.4 8.9
Per centile Rank 62 66 64

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).

Calcasieu Parish, p. 4-89




Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3

Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

010042

010043

010045

010046

010050

Pr

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
A. A. Nelson Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 27.7 45.1 42.3
Third Quartile 41.0 26.8 34.6
Second Quartile 22.9 225 20.5
First Quartile 8.4 5.6 2.6
Per centile Rank 62 69 67
Oak Park Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 1.8 11.6 33.3
Third Quartile 32.1 32.6 35.7
Second Quartile 39.3 44.2 26.2
First Quartile 26.8 11.6 4.8
Per centile Rank 37 51 63
D. S. Perkins Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 19.1 14.3 19.4
Third Quartile 46.8 51.4 45.2
Second Quartile 29.8 314 32.3
First Quartile 4.3 2.9 3.2
Per centile Rank 59 56 58
en Lake Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 45.3 41.8 47.9
Third Quartile 39.5 40.7 38.3
Second Quartile 10.5 16.5 13.8
First Quartile 4.7 1.1 0.0
Per centile Rank 74 73 74
. John Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 26.8 375 26.0
Third Quartile 40.2 35.0 46.6
Second Quartile 25.6 23.8 23.3
First Quartile 7.3 3.8 4.1
Per centile Rank 61 65 65

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010053

010054

010055

010059

Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Starks High School
Fourth Quartile 4.5 40.0 25.9
Third Quartile 59.1 37.1 33.3
Second Quartile 27.3 229 29.6
First Quartile 9.1 0.0 11.1
Per centile Rank 55 70 60
Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 18.6 22.0 36.4
Third Quartile 48.8 34.0 36.4
Second Quartile 23.3 30.0 21.8
First Quartile 9.3 14.0 5.5
Per centile Rank 55 56 67
Richard W. Vincent Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 25.0 30.0 26.3
Third Quartile 42.3 33.3 34.2
Second Quartile 28.8 30.0 21.1
First Quartile 3.8 6.7 18.4
Per centile Rank 63 61 56
Vinton Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 12.7 13.5 15.4
Third Quartile 35.4 32.7 29.5
Second Quartile 36.7 32.7 44.9
First Quartile 15.2 21.2 10.3
Per centile Rank 49 47 52
T. H. Watkins Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 14.9 7.5 9.3
Third Quartile 34.0 30.0 30.2
Second Quartile 319 50.0 44.2
First Quartile 19.1 12.5 16.3
Per centile Rank 49 42 44

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).

Calcasieu Parish, p. 4-91




010060

010061

010063

010065

010067

Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
J. 1. Watson Middle School
Fourth Quartile 14.7 16.8 14.4
Third Quartile 44.0 33.6 36.0
Second Quartile 32.1 35.2 37.6
First Quartile 9.2 14.4 12.0
Per centile Rank 55 51 52
Pear| Watson Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 7.4 9.3 9.9
Third Quartile 29.6 42.6 19.7
Second Quartile 33.3 38.9 39.4
First Quartile 29.6 9.3 31.0
Per centile Rank 39 50 36
Western Heights Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 15.7 36.1 20.9
Third Quartile 35.3 27.8 34.9
Second Quartile 39.2 27.8 37.2
First Quartile 9.8 8.3 7.0
Per centile Rank 55 61 55
Westwood Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 27.2 20.0 33.3
Third Quartile 315 477 38.1
Second Quartile 29.3 30.8 27.0
First Quartile 12.0 15 1.6
Per centile Rank 56 60 66
Ralph F. Wilson Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 1.8 21.1 35
Third Quartile 21.1 26.3 22.8
Second Quartile 36.8 36.8 45.6
First Quartile 40.4 15.8 28.1
Per centile Rank 31 54 35

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15a: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 3
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010068 GillisElementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 23.3 36.1 3.7
Third Quartile 46.7 35.1 45.1
Second Quartile 22.2 26.8 20.7
First Quartile 7.8 2.1 2.4
Per centile Rank 60 67 65
District
Fourth Quartile 20.2 26.4 26.1
Third Quartile 35.7 34.3 33.9
Second Quartile 30.6 29.6 29.5
First Quartile 13.5 9.6 10.5
Per centile Rank 55 59 58
State
Fourth Quartile 16.5 19.1 20.7
Third Quartile 25.8 25.4 26.1
Second Quartile 29.1 31.0 30.9
First Quartile 28.6 24.4 22.2
Per centile Rank 45 47 50
Nation
Fourth Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Third Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Second Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
First Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Per centile Rank 50.0 50.0 50.0

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Bar be Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 5.0 17.2 8.0
Third Quartile 20.0 414 28.0
Second Quartile 45.0 379 60.0
First Quartile 30.0 3.4 4.0
Per centile Rank 40 54 47
Bell City High School
Fourth Quartile 17.1 37.1 4.0
Third Quartile 17.1 314 44.0
Second Quartile 31.4 25.7 36.0
First Quartile 34.3 5.7 16.0
Per centile Rank 43 63 47
Brentwood Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 6.0 16.7 11.4
Third Quartile 24.0 19.4 28.6
Second Quartile 38.0 52.8 34.3
First Quartile 32.0 11.1 25.7
Per centile Rank 39 46 43
Jessie D. Clifton Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 14.0 14.8 2.9
Third Quartile 16.0 13.1 20.6
Second Quartile 50.0 37.7 35.3
First Quartile 20.0 34.4 41.2
Per centile Rank 44 39 34
College Oaks Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 32.4 18.0 9.5
Third Quartile 32.4 28.0 28.6
Second Quartile 29.7 40.0 45.2
First Quartile 5.4 14.0 16.7
Per centile Rank 63 50 43

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Doretha A. Combre Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 12.0 15.8 2.1
Third Quartile 16.0 15.8 34.0
Second Quartile 60.0 52.6 34.0
First Quartile 12.0 15.8 29.8
Per centile Rank 43 44 40
T.S. Cooley Elementary M agnet School
Fourth Quartile 46.5 68.8 38.9
Third Quartile 30.2 25.0 30.6
Second Quartile 23.3 6.3 27.8
First Quartile 0.0 0.0 2.8
Per centile Rank 72 80 69
DeQuincy Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 20.0 15.0 20.4
Third Quartile 31.8 313 39.8
Second Quartile 31.8 375 31.2
First Quartile 16.5 16.3 8.6
Per centile Rank 51 49 57
Dolby Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 34.0 51.4 26.2
Third Quartile 27.7 28.6 33.3
Second Quartile 34.0 14.3 33.3
First Quartile 4.3 5.7 7.1
Per centile Rank 65 72 59
Rosa Fondel Elementary
Fourth Quartile 6.7 9.5 Closd
Third Quartile 33.3 23.8 Closd
Second Quartile 46.7 42.9 Closd
First Quartile 13.3 23.8 Closed
Per centile Rank 44 39 Closd

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Fairview Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 7.8 15.6 18.4
Third Quartile 49.0 54.7 46.9
Second Quartile 43.1 28.1 30.6,
First Quartile 0.0 1.6 4.1
Per centile Rank 54 60 58
Frasch Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 32.2 53.7 30.6
Third Quartile 42.4 37.0 43.1
Second Quartile 25.4 9.3 22.2
First Quartile 0.0 0.0 4.2
Per centile Rank 66 77 64
W. T. Henning Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 34.8 44.2 41.1
Third Quartile 41.3 30.8 41.1
Second Quartile 19.6 23.1 16.1
First Quartile 4.3 1.9 1.8
Per centile Rank 67 69 72
Henry Heights Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 20.5 33.3 14.5
Third Quartile 38.5 33.3 38.2
Second Quartile 23.1 17.6 34.5
First Quartile 17.9 15.7 12.7
Per centile Rank 53 62 53
John L. Johnson |1, Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 2.4 0.0 3.0
Third Quartile 4.9 23.3 15.2
Second Quartile 46.3 46.7 57.6
First Quartile 46.3 30.0 24.2
Per centile Rank 27 34 35

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5

Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

010028

010029

010030

010036

010039

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
M. J. Kaufman Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 11.1 375 30.3
Third Quartile 50.0 35.0 42.4
Second Quartile 33.3 275 24.2
First Quartile 5.6 0.0 3.0
Per centile Rank 55 68 64
John F. Kennedy Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 6.3 12.9 7.7
Third Quartile 15.6 25.8 17.9
Second Quartile 37.5 45.2 66.7
First Quartile 40.6 16.1 7.7
Per centile Rank 34 46 46
E. K. Key Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 18.0 20.0 27.5
Third Quartile 34.4 38.3 35.3
Second Quartile 26.2 33.3 29.4
First Quartile 21.3 8.3 7.8
Per centile Rank 52 56 60
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 26.4 31.2 29.1
Third Quartile 36.4 41.9 43.7
Second Quartile 30.9 25.8 21.4
First Quartile 6.4 1.1 5.8
Per centile Rank 60 66 65
M oss Bluff Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 32.1 425 50.7
Third Quartile 35.1 48.0 39.3
Second Quartile 28.2 9.4 8.0
First Quartile 4.6 0.0 2.0
Per centile Rank 64 73 75

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5

Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

010042

010043

010045

010046

010050

Pr

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
A. A. Nelson Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 30.2 49.3 37.6
Third Quartile 44.2 30.7 34.1
Second Quartile 22.1 18.7 23.5
First Quartile 35 1.3 4.7
Per centile Rank 64 73 66
Oak Park Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 21 7.6 0.0
Third Quartile 319 34.8 38.1
Second Quartile 4.7 36.4 47.6
First Quartile 21.3 21.2 14.3
Per centile Rank 40 44 43
D. S. Perkins Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 12.8 29.0 16.2
Third Quartile 35.9 12.9 45.9
Second Quartile 41.0 45.2 29.7
First Quartile 10.3 12.9 8.1
Per centile Rank 50 52 57
en Lake Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 38.8 42.4 48.8
Third Quartile 35.7 41.2 37.8
Second Quartile 23.5 15.3 9.8
First Quartile 2.0 1.2 3.7
Per centile Rank 70 74 76
. John Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 38.2 21.3 31.3
Third Quartile 30.9 48.0 32.5
Second Quartile 20.6 22.7 31.3
First Quartile 10.3 8.0 5.0
Per centile Rank 64 60 61

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010053

010054

010055

010059

Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Starks High School
Fourth Quartile 31.8 20.7 33.3
Third Quartile 18.2 24.1 29.2
Second Quartile 36.4 44.8 37.5
First Quartile 13.6 10.3 0.0
Per centile Rank 56 52 63
Vincent Settlement Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 29.7 22.2 20.4
Third Quartile 27.0 44.4 53.7
Second Quartile 35.1 24.1 24.1
First Quartile 8.1 9.3 1.9
Per centile Rank 59 57 60
Richard W. Vincent Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 23.2 28.0 45.8
Third Quartile 26.8 46.0 313
Second Quartile 30.4 20.0 18.8
First Quartile 19.6 6.0 4.2
Per centile Rank 52 64 69
Vinton Elementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 7.7 20.3 23.8
Third Quartile 29.2 313 28.6
Second Quartile 415 313 38.1
First Quartile 21.5 17.2 9.5
Per centile Rank 44 51 54
T. H. Watkins Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 11.1 2.2 12.2
Third Quartile 33.3 32.6 36.6
Second Quartile 33.3 39.1 34.1
First Quartile 22.2 26.1 17.1
Per centile Rank 44 40 47

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010060

010061

010063

010065

010067

Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
J. 1. Watson Middle School
Fourth Quartile 17.9 215 26.3
Third Quartile 34.2 39.8 34.7
Second Quartile 35.0 30.1 31.6
First Quartile 12.8 8.6 7.4
Per centile Rank 53 56 59
Pear| Watson Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 10.3 5.3 8.0
Third Quartile 13.8 36.8 26.0
Second Quartile 44.8 36.8 46.0
First Quartile 31.0 21.1 20.0
Per centile Rank 39 44 42
Western Heights Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 30.8 26.2 22.0
Third Quartile 30.8 45.2 34.0
Second Quartile 30.8 23.8 38.0
First Quartile 7.7 4.8 6.0
Per centile Rank 60 63 57
Westwood Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 25.0 25.8 19.8
Third Quartile 34.2 34.8 37.2
Second Quartile 31.6 31.8 34.9
First Quartile 9.2 7.6 8.1
Per centile Rank 59 57 54
Ralph F. Wilson Elementary School
Fourth Quartile 4.1 2.2 1.8
Third Quartile 22.4 43.5 24.6
Second Quartile 40.8 34.8 54.4
First Quartile 32.7 19.6 19.3
Per centile Rank 37 43 38

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15b: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 5
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010068 GillisElementary Schoal
Fourth Quartile 22.6 19.5 23.3
Third Quartile 39.8 48.1 47.7
Second Quartile 30.1 29.9 24.4
First Quartile 7.5 2.6 4.7
Per centile Rank 58 60 62
District
Fourth Quartile 22.1 26.5 24.4
Third Quartile 32.1 36.2 35.9
Second Quartile 32.6 28.0 30.3
First Quartile 13.1 9.3 9.4
Per centile Rank 55 59 58
State
Fourth Quartile 16.2 17.6 20.7
Third Quartile 23.4 255 29.4
Second Quartile 30.8 317 33.6
First Quartile 29.6 25.2 16.3
Per centile Rank 44 46 52
Nation
Fourth Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Third Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Second Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
First Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Per centile Rank 50.0 50.0 50.0

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010015

010034

010035

Table 15c. Thelowa Tests Results - Grade 6
Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
S. P. Arnette Middle School
Fourth Quartile 14.3 311 30.3
Third Quartile 32.9 32.0 33.6
Second Quartile 36.4 28.7 30.3
First Quartile 16.4 8.2 5.9
Per centile Rank 49 62 62
Bell City High School
Fourth Quartile 13.5 9.4 23.7
Third Quartile 32.4 12.5 28.9
Second Quartile 27.0 46.9 26.3
First Quartile 27.0 313 21.1
Per centile Rank 47 39 53
DeQuincy Middle School
Fourth Quartile 22.3 24.4 15.6
Third Quartile 30.9 28.9 33.3
Second Quartile 22.3 30.0 34.4
First Quartile 24.5 16.7 16.7
Per centile Rank 52 53 51
W. W. LewisMiddle School
Fourth Quartile 25.6 30.7 30.3
Third Quartile 34.2 38.1 42.6
Second Quartile 30.7 23.3 21.0
First Quartile 9.5 7.9 6.2
Per centile Rank 58 63 63
LeBlanc Middle School
Fourth Quartile 19.8 17.2 15.4
Third Quartile 27.9 33.6 41.3
Second Quartile 39.6 34.5 35.6
First Quartile 12.6 14.7 7.7
Per centile Rank 52 52 56

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010038
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Table 15c. Thelowa Tests Results - Grade 6
Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 30.1 33.3 32.7
Third Quartile 38.8 41.0 35.6
Second Quartile 25.2 219 24.8
First Quartile 5.8 3.8 6.9
Per centile Rank 63 67 65
Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet School
Fourth Quartile 4.8 6.8 10.0
Third Quartile 24.2 24.3 26.7
Second Quartile 39.8 37.8 31.3
First Quartile 312 311 32.0
Per centile Rank 36 39 41
M oss Bluff Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 23.1 28.1 28.6
Third Quartile 39.9 40.7 41.5
Second Quartile 25.6 26.7 26.8
First Quartile 11.3 4.5 3.1
Per centile Rank 58 63 64
Oak Park Middle School
Fourth Quartile 12.8 3.3 4.5
Third Quartile 19.1 19.0 29.7
Second Quartile 37.6 52.1 44.1
First Quartile 30.5 25.6 21.6
Per centile Rank 40 36 41
Reynaud Middle School
Fourth Quartile 0.0 4.8 4.2
Third Quartile 4.1 13.3 7.0
Second Quartile 34.2 43.4 40.8
First Quartile 61.6 38.6 47.9
Per centile Rank 24 34 28

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010057
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010066

Table 15c. Thelowa Tests Results - Grade 6
Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Starks High School
Fourth Quartile 12.5 26.9 10.3
Third Quartile 45.8 23.1 34.5
Second Quartile 25.0 38.5 37.9
First Quartile 16.7 11.5 17.2
Per centile Rank 52 53 47
Vinton Middle School
Fourth Quartile 14.0 6.9 15.6
Third Quartile 22.8 29.2 29.7
Second Quartile 40.4 417 35.9
First Quartile 22.8 22.2 18.8
Per centile Rank 45 43 48
J. 1. Watson Middle School
Fourth Quartile 23.4 17.8 10.3
Third Quartile 26.2 37.2 35.0
Second Quartile 35.5 33.3 36.8
First Quartile 15.0 11.6 17.9
Per centile Rank 54 54 47
S. J. Welsh Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 37.0 30.4 37.0
Third Quartile 27.0 40.6 27.8
Second Quartile 25.4 21.7 28.3
First Quartile 10.7 7.3 6.9
Per centile Rank 64 64 64
F. K. White Middle School
Fourth Quartile 19.0 17.9 18.3
Third Quartile 31.0 30.2 3.7
Second Quartile 33.2 38.7 38.7
First Quartile 16.8 13.2 11.3
Per centile Rank 52 52 53

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15c. Thelowa Tests Results - Grade 6
Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010072 Calcasieu Career Center
Fourth Quartile 0.0 0.0 ~
Third Quartile 5.3 0.0 ~
Second Quartile 26.3 58.3 ~
First Quartile 68.4 417 ~
Per centile Rank 19 26 ~
District
Fourth Quartile 20.7 21.3 22.7
Third Quartile 29.2 32.6 32.6
Second Quartile 315 32.0 31.6
First Quartile 18.6 14.1 13.0
Per centile Rank 52 55 55
State
Fourth Quartile 15.9 18.3 18.7
Third Quartile 24.6 24.8 25.8
Second Quartile 31.4 32.3 32.9
First Quartile 28.1 24.7 22.6
Per centile Rank 45 47 48
Nation
Fourth Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Third Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Second Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
First Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Per centile Rank 50.0 50.0 50.0

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15d: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 7
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
S. P. Arnette Middle School
Fourth Quartile 19.8 16.4 28.9
Third Quartile 33.6 35.8 30.6,
Second Quartile 34.4 29.9 27.3
First Quartile 12.2 17.9 13.2
Per centile Rank 54 52 59
Bell City High School
Fourth Quartile 21.3 25.0 23.3
Third Quartile 34.0 40.0 23.3
Second Quartile 38.3 275 46.7
First Quartile 6.4 7.5 6.7
Per centile Rank 54 59 52
DeQuincy Middle School
Fourth Quartile 20.7 224 23.7
Third Quartile 26.4 329 35.5
Second Quartile 39.1 27.1 26.3
First Quartile 13.8 17.6 14.5
Per centile Rank 53 53 55
W. W. LewisMiddle School
Fourth Quartile 26.2 34.9 36.9
Third Quartile 41.0 36.0 32.8
Second Quartile 27.9 23.1 25.3
First Quartile 4.9 5.9 5.1
Per centile Rank 61 65 65
LeBlanc Middle School
Fourth Quartile 21.3 26.4 18.8
Third Quartile 30.6 42.9 36.6
Second Quartile 38.0 23.1 33.0
First Quartile 10.2 7.7 11.6
Per centile Rank 55 60 54

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010038
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010047

Table 15d: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 7
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
M aplewood Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 35.8 379 28.3
Third Quartile 36.6 40.0 40.4
Second Quartile 25.2 17.9 26.3
First Quartile 2.4 4.2 5.1
Per centile Rank 65 67 64
Ray D. Molo Middle Magnet School
Fourth Quartile 7.0 4.6 7.0
Third Quartile 23.8 224 22.9
Second Quartile 33.6 38.2 36.3
First Quartile 35.7 34.9 33.8
Per centile Rank 36 35 38
M oss Bluff Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 25.3 20.5 24.8
Third Quartile 33.9 415 43.5
Second Quartile 29.6 29.1 22.2
First Quartile 11.2 9.0 9.6
Per centile Rank 57 58 61
Oak Park Middle School
Fourth Quartile 5.1 8.7 8.0
Third Quartile 19.2 22.1 18.0
Second Quartile 44.9 37.6 51.0
First Quartile 30.8 315 23.0
Per centile Rank 36 39 40
Reynaud Middle School
Fourth Quartile 4.3 0.0 1.3
Third Quartile 11.6 5.9 8.0
Second Quartile 29.0 37.6 40.0
First Quartile 55.1 56.5 50.7
Per centile Rank 27 24 27

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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010057
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010066

Table 15d: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 7
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Starks High School
Fourth Quartile 18.5 16.7 30.8
Third Quartile 48.1 55.6 23.1
Second Quartile 29.6 22.2 34.6
First Quartile 3.7 5.6 11.5
Per centile Rank 57 59 58
Vinton Middle School
Fourth Quartile 16.7 19.7 9.8
Third Quartile 28.8 26.2 23.0
Second Quartile 33.3 36.1 41.0
First Quartile 21.2 18.0 26.2
Per centile Rank 48 49 44
J. 1. Watson Middle School
Fourth Quartile 12.0 22.6 19.5
Third Quartile 24.1 27.4 35.3
Second Quartile 50.0 35.8 30.1
First Quartile 13.9 14.2 15.0
Per centile Rank 47 55 54
S. J. Welsh Middle Schoal
Fourth Quartile 31.0 40.6 30.3
Third Quartile 32.2 32.3 37.2
Second Quartile 27.7 215 21.0
First Quartile 9.0 5.6 11.4
Per centile Rank 62 68 62
F. K. White Middle School
Fourth Quartile 16.0 18.6 16.6
Third Quartile 34.6 33.2 38.4
Second Quartile 32.9 32.7 28.9
First Quartile 16.5 15.5 16.1
Per centile Rank 51 52 52

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15d: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 7
Percent of Sudents by National Quartilesand Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010072 Calcasieu Career Center
Fourth Quartile 0.0 9.5 10.5
Third Quartile 3.8 9.5 5.3
Second Quartile 46.2 33.3 57.9
First Quartile 50.0 47.6 26.3
Per centile Rank 27 33 38
District
Fourth Quartile 20.3 225 22.1
Third Quartile 30.7 32.0 32.8
Second Quartile 33.3 29.2 29.5
First Quartile 15.8 16.3 15.6
Per centile Rank 52 54 54
State
Fourth Quartile 15.2 17.0 18.0
Third Quartile 24.1 26.1 25.6
Second Quartile 31.4 30.0 30.3
First Quartile 29.4 26.8 26.1
Per centile Rank 44 46 47
Nation
Fourth Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Third Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Second Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
First Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Per centile Rank 50.0 50.0 50.0

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15e: Thelowa Tests Results - Grade 9
Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Barbe, Alfred M., High Schoal
Fourth Quartile 32.1 38.4 39.0
Third Quartile 37.8 36.8 37.5
Second Quartile 22.4 20.1 17.9
First Quartile 7.7 4.7 5.5
Per centile Rank 62 65 67
Bell City High School
Fourth Quartile 12.5 20.6 17.9
Third Quartile 25.0 41.2 35.9
Second Quartile 28.1 29.4 46.2
First Quartile 34.4 8.8 0.0
Per centile Rank 42 55 54
DeQuincy High School
Fourth Quartile 15.3 18.2 23.9
Third Quartile 27.8 35.4 34.1
Second Quartile 40.3 25.3 23.9
First Quartile 16.7 21.2 18.2
Per centile Rank 48 49 55
Houston, Sam, High School
Fourth Quartile 34.0 317 30.3
Third Quartile 37.9 35.3 35.2
Second Quartile 19.6 26.2 26.9
First Quartile 8.5 6.8 7.6
Per centile Rank 62 61 61
lowa High School
Fourth Quartile 18.2 19.5 22.6
Third Quartile 28.8 35.4 34.4
Second Quartile 39.4 36.3 26.9
First Quartile 13.6 8.8 16.1
Per centile Rank 52 54 54

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15e: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 9

Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

010031

010033

010051

010052

010056

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Lake CharlesBoston High Schoal
Fourth Quartile 25 2.8 0.9
Third Quartile 21.3 19.4 20.4
Second Quartile 32.0 33.3 39.8
First Quartile 44.3 44.4 38.9
Per centile Rank 29 29 32
LaGrange High Schoal
Fourth Quartile 14.6 11.5 13.0
Third Quartile 21.9 26.2 35.3
Second Quartile 33.2 34.6 34.2
First Quartile 30.3 277 17.5
Per centile Rank 41 41 48
Starks High School
Fourth Quartile 8.0 20.7 24.0
Third Quartile 28.0 31.0 44.0
Second Quartile 32.0 379 20.0
First Quartile 32.0 10.3 12.0
Per centile Rank 42 52 55
Sulphur High Schoal
Fourth Quartile 25.7 24.1 26.3
Third Quartile 317 35.0 37.9
Second Quartile 32.2 30.8 28.8
First Quartile 10.4 10.2 7.1
Per centile Rank 57 57 59
Vinton High Schoal
Fourth Quartile 9.2 11.6 14.5
Third Quartile 18.4 26.3 22.6
Second Quartile 46.1 35.8 40.3
First Quartile 26.3 26.3 22.6
Per centile Rank 40 44 44

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15e: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 9

Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

010058

010064

010070

010072

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Washington/M arion M agnet High Schoal
Fourth Quartile 4.8 6.9 5.0
Third Quartile 17.9 21.3 30.9
Second Quartile 38.2 28.7 36.7
First Quartile 39.1 43.1 27.3
Per centile Rank 32 34 41
Westlake High School
Fourth Quartile 17.4 22.7 20.3
Third Quartile 33.6 38.2 43.2
Second Quartile 30.2 245 26.3
First Quartile 18.8 14.5 10.2
Per centile Rank 49 55 57
Calcasieu P.M. High School
Fourth Quartile 0.0 0.0 ~
Third Quartile 0.0 0.0 ~
Second Quartile 0.0 0.0 ~
First Quartile 100.0 100.0 ~
Per centile Rank 3 4 ~
Calcasieu Career Center
Fourth Quartile 6.1 0.0 0.0
Third Quartile 24.2 23.1 0.0
Second Quartile 24.2 50.0 27.3
First Quartile 45.5 26.9 72.7
Per centile Rank 32 35 16

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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Table 15e: Thelowa Tests Results- Grade 9

Percent of Sudents by National Quartiles and Percentile Rank of Average Sandard Scores

District

State

Nation

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
Fourth Quartile 20.7 21.3 23.5
Third Quartile 29.6 31.6 35.1
Second Quartile 30.4 29.1 28.4
First Quartile 19.3 18.0 13.1
Per centile Rank 50 52 56
Fourth Quartile 16.5 17.3 20.1
Third Quartile 24.8 26.2 29.1
Second Quartile 29.5 29.4 30.5
First Quartile 29.2 27.1 20.2
Per centile Rank 44 46 50
Fourth Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Third Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Second Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
First Quartile 25.0 25.0 25.0
Per centile Rank 50.0 50.0 50.0

~ = Unavailable Data
* The four quartiles comprise the following ranges of percentile ranks: 1-24 (first quartile), 25-49 (second quartile), 50-74 (third quartile), and 75-99 (fourth quartile).
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College Readiness Overview

The data presented in this section offer insight into the quality of college
preparation that Louisiana public school graduates have received. Not
al students choose to pursue a college education. However, those who
decide to go to college should be adequatdy prepared to succeed in
challenging college environments.

Thefirst part of this section contains the American College Test (ACT)
data. The average ACT composite scores are presented for each school
in the district when available. The composite score is created by
averaging scores from the ACT English, mathematics, reading, and
science reasoning tests. The district, state, and national scores are shown
for comparison purposes. ACT scores are widdly used as an indicator of
student preparedness for college.  Most Louisiana colleges and
universities require entering students to take the ACT for admissions or
placement purposes.

The second part of this section contains the First-time College Freshmen
data. This section includes: (1) the number of high school diploma
graduates, (2) the number and percentage of these graduates who were
first-time college freshmen at a Louisiana college or university, and (3)
the number and percentage of these first-time college freshmen who were
enrolled in at least one developmental/remedial course. A higher
percentage of students enrolled in developmental/remedial courses
suggests that a school is not adequatdly preparing its students for college
or university coursework. The data are presented for all public schools
in the district that have a grade 12. Comparison data are also presented
at the district and state levels.

Calcasieu Parish, p. 5-1



American College Test (ACT) Results

The American College Test (ACT) measures academic achievement in
English, mathematics, reading, and science reasoning. The English
component measures usage and mechanics of standard written English
and rhetorical skills. The mathematics component contains primarily
algebra and geometry items with some trigonometry items. Students are
required to apply reasoning skills to practical problems in mathematics.
The reading component is made up of four passages, which are similar to
the type of writing encountered in college freshmen courses. Students
have to display an understanding of both explicit and implicit information
contained in the passages as well as be able to draw appropriate
conclusions. The science reasoning component measures higher-order
thinking skills as applied to the natural sciences (ACT 2000).

Data Presentation

Table 16 presents average ACT composite scores for each public school
in the district having both a twefth grade and student ACT scores.
Schools are shown in school site code order. Comparison data are
presented for the district, state, and nation.

M ethod of Calculation

The ACT composite score for a student is an average score based on the
scores for the four ACT assessment tests (English, mathematics, reading,
and sciencereasoning). The composite score, which ranges from 1 to 36,
is a measure of the student’s general educational development across
these four subject areas.

The school, district, state, and national ACT scores are the averages of
the students most recently obtained composite scores.  Students who
were or who would have been members of the graduating class for any
given year are included in these averages. In other words, the aggregated
composite scores include test scores for (1) twefth graders who took the
test in the current year and (2) twefth graders who took the test as
deventh graders and dected not to retake it as seniors. If a student took
the test in both the deventh and twefth grades, only the twedfth grade
score has been included in the averages.
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The district composite score is based on public school students only.
However, the reported statewide ACT score includes both public and
nonpublic student scores. This reporting method was ddiberately
sdlected to keep state statistics consistent with nationally reported figures,
which are based on the combined performance of public and nonpublic
students.

Data Source

The ACT indicator is based on data supplied to the Louisiana
Department of Education by the testing contractor, American College
Testing.

Refer ences

American College Testing (2000). ACT Assessment at a Glance. (IC 04020G000).
lowa City, IA: Author.



Table 16: American College Test (ACT) Results

Average Composite Scores
1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01 | 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04
010003  Barbe, Alfred M., High School 21.2 21.5 21.6
010004  Bell City High School 19.9 19.0 19.4
010014  DeQuincy High School 20.8 19.7 21.1
010025  Houston, Sam, High Schoal 21.2 19.9 20.4
010026  lowa High Schoal 19.2 18.9 19.5
010031  Lake Charles/Boston High School 16.2 16.2 16.0
010033 LaGrange High School 18.7 18.4 18.3
010051  Starks High Schoal 21.4 20.5 21.7
010052  Sulphur High School 20.7 21.1 21.0
010056  Vinton High Schoal 18.0 18.5 18.4
010058  Washington/Marion Magnet High Schoal 17.4 16.7 17.0
010064  Westlake High School 19.5 19.0 19.4
010070  Calcasieu P.M. High School ~ ~ 16.0
010072  Calcasieu Career Center ~ 16.0 ~
District (Public) 20.1 19.7 20.0
State (Public and Nonpublic) 19.6 19.6 19.6
Nation (Public and Nonpublic) 21.0 21.0 21.0

~ = Unavailable Data
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First-Time College Freshmen Perfor mance

Information about the number of Louisiana public school students who
enrolled as first-time freshmen (FTF) in this State€'s colleges and
universities has been collected since 1987. For the first six years, the
Board of Regents oversaw the data collection and distribution of school-
levd reports. The 1993 Louisiana Legislature recognized that the LDE
had an established mechanism, the Progress Profiles School Report
Cards, to disseminate information about schoals to the public. Bdieving
that the FTF data made an important statement about the quality of
secondary schooling, the 1993 L egislature took steps to revamp the FTF
Program. One revision mandated that the FTF information be
incorporated into the Progress Profile School Report Cards so that it
might be more widdly accessible to parents.

Since FTF data are provided for only public schools that have grade 12
diploma graduates and such schools may not have receved
Accountability Reports prior to this year, other First Time Freshmen
reports have been prepared for the high schools. In addition, FTF
information is included in this DCR.

The Organization for Economic Co-Operation and Development (OECD,
2000) has indicated a high school education often serves as the minimum
credential for entry into the labor market, as well as the foundation for all
types of post-secondary programs, including college/university studies.
Therefore, the number of high school diploma graduates provides some
insight about the size of a schoal's graduating class.

Since the quality of each high school preparation program can be one
factor that impacts whether or not a diploma graduate will be accepted
into a college, it is of interest to study the college-going rates of each high
school and of each district. The college-going rates estimate the
proportion of a high school graduating class that made an immediate
transition to an in-state college or university.

Furthermore, if the quality of a high school’s program is poor, then the
school’s diploma graduates, who do enroll in college, may need to
complete several developmental/remedial courses prior to enrolling in
college credit courses. Thus, when it is found that a large percent of a
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high school’s diploma graduates enrolled in devel opmental/remedial
courses, the high school should take action to improve the preparation
and college-readiness of its students.

Data Presentation

Table 17 presents the number and/or percent of students who (1) were
diploma graduates from Louisiana public schools and (2) enrolled as full-
time first-time freshmen during the following fall semester at any of
Louisiana’s two- or four-year public and private colleges/universities.
Thus, these FTF are recent graduates who made an immediate transition
to acollege or university. The table also reports the number and percent
of first-time college freshmen who were enrolled in at least one
developmental/remedial course during their first regular semester of
college study.

Note: For any given school year, the first-time college freshmen data
represent information on the high school diploma graduates from the
previous school year. Further, the district results may reflect data from
additional schools, which were open during the previous school year.
Finally, the Sate results are based on public and nonpublic schools
that had diploma graduates in the previous school year.

Definitions

e Graduate—a student who successfully completes a SBESE-
approved education program, passes the Graduation Exit
Examination (GEE), and thus earns a State-approved diploma.
Students who earn GEDs are not included

e First-Time college freshman—a student who graduates from high
school during a given school year and who is enrolled full time in a
Louisiana higher education institution (both public and private) the
following fall semester. A student must begin the fall semester with
fewer than 12 hours of credit previously attempted (not including
advanced placement credits and correspondence study) to be
considered a first-time freshman.



e Developmental/remedial course—a course designed by a university
to prepare students to succeed academically in college-level courses.
Deveopmental/remedial courses may be offered for institutional
credit (i.e., they are taken into consideration in determining whether
students are enrolled part time or full time), but do not carry degree
credit.

M ethod of Calculation

The two formulas used in calculating the first-time college freshmen
indicator are presented beow. The percent of high school graduates who
become first-time college freshmen is calculated for public high school
diploma graduates who attend in-state colleges or universities.

Data Source

Thefirst-time college freshmen indicator is based on data submitted to
the Louisiana Department of Education by Louisiana public and private
colleges or universities.

Refer ences

Organization for Economic Co-Operation and Devel opment (OECD). (2000).
Education at a Glance. (OECD 2000: Danvers, MA.)

Formulas Used to Calculate First-Time College Freshmen Percentages

Percent of High School Graduates Who _  Number of Firsi-Time College Freshmen X 100
Were First-Time College Freshmen Total Number of High School Graduates

Number of First-Time College Freshmen
Percent of First-Time College Freshmen ~ _Who Enrolled in a Developmental Course

Who Enrolled in a Developmental Course ~ Total Number of First-Time College
Freshmen

X 100
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010003 Barbe, Alfred M., High School

Table 17
First-Time College Freshmen Performance

1998-99

1999-00

2000-01

2001-02

2002-03

2003-04

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Percent ‘ Number

Number of High School Graduates® 362 388 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 61.9 224 54.9 213 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 28.6 64 25.8 55 ~ ~
010004 Bell City High Schoal

Number of High School Graduates® 32 42 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 25.0 8 38.1 16 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 50.0 4 313 5 ~ ~
010014 DeQuincy High Schoal

Number of High School Graduates® 71 70 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 43.7 31 25.7 18 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 22.6 7 22.2 4 ~ ~
010025 Houston, Sam, High School

Number of High School Graduates® 197 243 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 54.8 108 44.0 107 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 21.3 23 13.1 14 ~ ~
010026 lowa High School

Number of High School Graduates® 106 111 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 37.7 40 32.4 36 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 25.0 10 8.3 3 ~ ~
010031 Lake Charles/Boston High School

Number of High School Graduates® 118 78 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 36.4 43 29.5 23 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 74.4 32 47.8 11 ~ ~
010033 LaGrange High School

Number of High School Graduates® 231 210 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 46.3 107 31.0 65 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 48.6 52 32.3 21 ~ ~
010051 StarksHigh School

Number of High School Graduates® 17 20 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 17.6 3 20.0 4 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 33.3 1 0.0 0 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data

! Represents diploma graduates from the previous school year.

2 Current year's First-time Freshmen data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's data is displayed as the most recently available data.
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Table 17
First-Time College Freshmen Performance

1998-99 | 1999-00 | 2000-01'| 2001-02 | 2002-03 | 2003-04

Percent‘Number Percent‘Number Percent‘Number Percent‘Number Percent‘Number Percent‘Number

010052 Sulphur High School

Number of High School Graduates® 370 337 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 46.0 170 47.2 159 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 20.6 35 21.4 34 ~ ~

010056 Vinton High Schooal

Number of High School Graduates® 67 67 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 32.8 22 26.9 18 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 40.9 9 38.9 7 ~ ~
010058 Washington/Marion Magnet High School

Number of High School Graduates® 147 131 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 49.7 73 37.4 49 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 54.8 40 51.0 25 ~ ~

010064 Westlake High School

Number of High School Graduates® 112 139 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 49.1 55 40.3 56 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 345 19 46.4 26 ~ ~

010070 Calcasieu P.M. High School

Number of High School Graduates® 7 10 ~
HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~ ~
First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 0.0 0 0.0 0 ~ ~

010072 Calcasieu Career Center

Number of High School Graduates® ~ 3 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses ~ ~ 0.0 0 ~ ~
District (Public)

Number of High School Graduatest 1,837 1,849 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 48.1 884 41.3 764 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 335 296 26.8 205 ~ ~

State (Public)

Number of High School Graduatest 38,360 38,038 ~

HS Graduates Who Were First-Time College Freshmen 42.7| 16,382 42.2| 16,055 ~ ~

First-Time Freshmen Enrolled in College Developmental Courses 45.6| 7,472 41.7] 6,691 ~ ~

~ = Unavailable data
! Represents diploma graduates from the previous school year.

2 Current year's First-time Freshmen data was not available at the time of this publication. Previous year's data is displayed as the most recently available data.
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Glossary

achievement level—one of the following five LEAP 21/GEE 21

achievement ratings:

»  Advanced—demonstrates superior performance beyond the
proficient level of mastery.

»  Proficient—demonstrates competency over challenging subject
matter and is well-prepared for the next level of schooling.

* Basic—demonstrates only the fundamental knowledge and skills
needed for the next level of schooling.

»  Approaching Basic—partially demonstrates the fundamental
knowledge and skills needed for the next level of schooling.

»  Unsatisfactory—does not demonstrate the fundamental
knowledge and skills needed for the next level of schooling.

aggregate days attendance—the total humber of days that students are
present at the school site over the course of the school year.

aggregate days member ship—the total number of days that students are
enrolled (but not necessarily present at the school site) over the
course of the school year.

attainment rate—the percent of students who score at or above the state
performance standard on a criterion-referenced test.

baseline—the leve of school performance against which progressis
measured; the basdine determines the school's growth target.

baseline school performance score (SPS) —the primary measure of a
school’s overall performance. It isthe levd of school performance
against which progress is measured; the basdline determines the
school’s growth target. (See the introduction section for more detail.)

class—a grouping of children under the primary supervision and
instruction of an individual teacher for al or part of the instructional
day, as reported for purposes of the Annual School Report (ASR)
and as identified by a specific ASR course code.

combination school category—any school whose grade structure falls
within the PK-12 range and which is not described by any of the
other school category definitions. These schools generally contain
some grades in the K-6 range and some grades in the 9-12 range.
Examples would include grade structures such as K-12; K-3,

combined with 9-12; and 4-6, combined with 9-12. Nongraded
schools (schools with no grade structure) are also considered
combination schoals.

corrective actions status— the level of Corrective Actions (if any) that
the schoal is currently placed in.

criterion-referenced test (CRT)—a test that produces a score that tells
how individuals/schools perform in achieving established criteria.

cumulative enrollment—the sum of all students enrolled in a school or
district for at least one school day during the course of the school
year, used as the denominator for calculating school- and district-
leve suspension and expulsion percents.

current expenditures—total expenditures minus equipment, facilities
acquisitions and construction services costs, and debt services costs.

day of attendance—effective with the 1992-93 school year, when a
student “ (1) is physically present at a school site or is participating in
an authorized school activity and (2) is under the supervision of
authorized personne. This definition extends to students who are
homebound, assigned to and participating in drug rehabilitation
programs that contain a State-approved education component, or
participating in school-authorized fidd trips.” (Bulletin 741)

“ Students who meet the above criteria and are present at the school
site for 26-50% of the student’s instructional day shall be credited
with a half day’s attendance. Those who meet the above criteria and
are present for more than 50% of the student’s instructional day are
credited with a whole day’s attendance. Students who are not
physically present or who are participating for 25% or less of their
instructional day will be considered absent for reporting purposes.
Absences, whether excused or unexcused, shall be counted as an
absence for reporting to the Department.” (Bulletin 741) The
definition of the "amount" of time recelving instruction that is
required to be in attendance has been in effect statewide since the
1993-94 schooal year.

debt services—servicing the debt of the LEA, including payments of both
principal and interest. Debt service and other long-term obligations
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are not included in expenditure figures because these monies provide
services during multiple years and should not be attributed to only
one year.

developmental/remedial course—a course designed by a university to
prepare students to succeed academically in college-level courses.
Deveopmental/remedial courses may be offered for college credit
(i.e, they are taken into consideration in determining whether
students are part-time or full-time) but do not carry degree credit.

dropout—"an individual who was enrolled in school at some time during
the previous school year, was not enrolled at the beginning of the
current school year, has not graduated from high school or completed
an approved educational program, and does not meet any of the
following exclusionary conditions: transfer to another public school
district outside of Louisiana, private school, or state- or district-
approved education program; temporary absence due to suspension
or illness; or death.” (NCES, 1993)

“For purposes of applying the dropout definition, the definitions
beow also apply.

1. A school year is defined as the 12-month period of time
beginning October 1, with dropouts from the previous summer
reported for the year and grade for which they fail to enroll.

2. An individual has graduated from high school or completed a
state- or district-approved education program upon receipt of
formal recognition from school authorities.

3. A date or district approved program may include special
education programs, homebased instruction, and school-
sponsored secondary (but NOT adult) programs leading to a
GED or some other certification differing from the regular
diploma’ (NCES, 1993).

dropout denominator—cumulative enrollment plus any dropouts not
included in cumulative enrollment (eg., reported non-reported
summer dropouts).

edementary school category—any school whose grade structure falls
within the PK-8 range, which excludes grades in the 9-12 range, and
which does not fit the definition for middi€/junior high.
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faculty—school-based instructional personnd. In addition to full-time
classroom teachers, these individuals include principals, assistant
principals, guidance counsdors, librarians, and other
instructional/administrative staff.

first-time college freshman—a student who graduates from high school
during a given school year and who is enrolled full time in a
Louisiana higher education institution (both public and private) the
following fall semester. A student must begin the fall semester with
fewer than 12 hours credit previously attempted (not including
advanced placement credits and correspondence study) to be
considered a first-time freshman.

grade structure—the various educational grade levels that a schoal
contains and for which instruction is provided (i.e, K-8, or
Kindergarten through grade 8).

graduate—a student who successfully completes a SBESE-approved
education program, passes the Graduation Exit Examination (GEE),
and thus earns a State-approved diploma. Students who earn GEDs
are not included.

growth label—the narrative labd that describes the level of growth

achieved by a schoal and is based on the school’ s success in attaining

its Growth Target. Growth Labds are as follows:

»  Exemplary Academic Growth (a school exceeding its Growth
Target by at least 5 points)

* Recognized Academic Growth (a school meeting its Growth
Target or exceeding it by less than 5 points)

»  Minimal Academic Growth (a school improving some, but not
meeting its Growth Target)

» School In Decline (a school not meeting its Growth Target
because of aflat or declining School Performance Score).

growth sps—is calculated at the end of a cycle and compared to the
Baseline SPS to determineif a school has achieved its Growth Target
for that cycle.

high school category—any school whose grade structure falls within the
6-12 range and which includes grades in the 10-12 range, or any
school that contains only grade 9.



in-school expulsion—a student temporarily removed from his/her usual

specified by the LEA; no interruption of instructional services
occurs.

in-school suspension—a student temporarily removed from his/her usual
classroom placement to an alternative setting for a minimum of one
complete schoal day; no interruption of instructional services occurs.

middle/junior high school category—any school whose grade structure
falls within the 4-9 range, which includes grades 7 or 8, and which
excludes grades in the PK-3 and 10-12 ranges.

normreferenced test (NRT)—a test that produces a score that tells how
individuals, schools, districts, and the state perform in comparison
with the national norm group.

number of faculty—the total number of school-based instructional
personnd employed at a school.

october 1 membership—total number of students enrolled in a school on
October 1 of the current school year.

out-of-school expulsion—the removal (exit) of a student from schoal for
a determined number of days with no provision of instructional
services.

out-of-school  suspension—a student temporarily prohibited from
participation in his’/her usual placement within school, with no
provision of instructional service; only suspensions resulting in
removal for at least one full day are included.

paired/shared status—indicates if the school is paired with another
school for data purposes or is sharing data with/from another school.

percent of student attendance—the ratio of aggregate days student
attendance to aggregate days membership.

percentile rank of average standard scores for national student
norms—percentile rank of the average student in the school, district,
or state. For example, a percentile rank of 48 for a school means
that 48 percent of the students in the norm group scored at or below
the average score obtained by the students in the schoal.

reward eligibility/recipient—the identification of schools as being
digiblefor or awarded monetary rewards for high levels of
performance and growth

classroom placement to an alternative setting for a period of time

school—an ingtitution that provides preschool, dementary, and/or
secondary instruction; has one or more grade groupings or is
ungraded; has one or more teachers to give instruction or care; is
located in one or more buildings;, and has an assighed
administrator(s) (LDE and NCES).

school performance label— the Labd that describes a school’s leve of
performance based on its SPS. It is the official declaration of school
performance in relation to the State's 10-year and 20-year
accountability goals. The Performance Labds are as follows:

Academic Excdlence (SPS 150.0 or higher)

Academic Distinction (SPS 125.0 - 149.9)

Academic Achievement (SPS 100.0 - 124.9)

Academically Above Average (SPS equal to or higher than state

average and lower than 100.0)

»  Academically Bdow Average (SPS higher than 30.0 and less
than state average)

»  Academically Unacceptable (SPS 30.0 or lower).

school performance score (SPS)—the primary measure of a school’s
overall performance.

school type—the classification of schools into one of the four categories
of schools (dementary, middle/junior high, high, or combination
schools).

two-year growth target—the amount of progress a school must make
every two years to reach the state 10 year and 20 year goals.

two-year sps goal—the school performance score a school must make
every two years to reach the Stat€' s 10-year and 20-year goals.

Calcasieu Parish, p. 6-3



	List of Districts
	Louisiana State Board of Elementary and Secondary Education
	Table of Contents
	Introduction
	Section 1.  District Summary
	District Summary Overview
	District Indicator Summary Results
	Parish Socioeconomic And Demographic Profile
	District Financial Profile

	Section 2.  School Characteristics and Accountability Information
	School Characteristics and Accountability Information Overview
	School Characteristics and Accountability Information
	Faculty with a Master's Degree or Higher
	Class Size Characteristics

	Section 3.  Student Participation
	Student Participation Overview
	Student Attendance
	Students Suspended and Expelled
	Student Dropouts

	Section 4.  Student Achievement
	Student Achievement Overview
	Developmental Reading Assessment Results
	Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT) - LEAP 21 Test Results
	Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT) - Old GEE Results
	Criterion-Referenced Test (CRT) - GEE 21 Results
	Norm-Referenced Test (NRT) - The Iowa Tests Results

	Section 5.  College Readiness
	College Readiness Overview
	American College Test (ACT) Results
	First-Time College Freshmen Performance

	Glossary

	Key to Tables
	Table 1a: District Indicator Summary Results - Public Schools
	Table 1b: District Indicator Summary Results - Schools by Performance Label
	Table 1c: District Indicator Summary Results - Schools By Growth Label
	Table 1d: District Indicator Summary Results - Schools By Level of Corrective Actions
	Table 1e: District Indicator Summary Results - Reward Data
	Table 1f: District Indicator Summary Results - Faculty Degree Data
	Table 1g: District Indicator Summary Results - Class Size Characteristics
	Table 2a: District Indicator Summary Results - Student Attendance
	Table 2b: School Characteristics and Accountability Information - Student Dropouts
	Table 2c: District Indicator Summary Results - Students Suspended and Expelled
	Table 3a: District Indicator Summary Results - Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results
	Table 3b: District Indicator Summary Results - LEAP 21 Test Results
	Table 3c: District Indicator Summary Results - Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results
	Table 3d: District Indicator Summary Results - Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results
	Table 3e: District Indicator Summary Results - The Iowa Test Results
	Table 4a: District Indicator Summary Results - American College Test (ACT) Results
	Table 4b: District Indicator Summary Results - First-Time College Freshmen Performance
	Table 5a: School Characteristics and Accountability Information - Student Retention
	Table 6: School Characteristics and Accountability Information
	Table 7: Faculty with a Master's Degree or Higher
	Table 8a: Class Size Characteristics - Elementary Schools
	Table 8b: Class Size Characteristics - Middle/Jr. High Schools
	Table 8c: Class Size Characteristics - High Schools
	Table 8d: Class Size Characteristics - Combination Schools
	Table 9a: Percent of Student Attendance - Elementary Schools
	Table 9b: Percent of Student Attendance - Middle/Jr. High Schools
	Table 9c: Percent of Student Attendance - High Schools
	Table 9d: Percent of Student Attendance - Combination Schools
	Table 10a: Students Suspended and Expelled - Elementary Schools
	Table 10b: Students Suspended and Expelled - Middle/Jr. High Schools
	Table 10c: Students Suspended and Expelled - High Schools
	Table 10d: Students Suspended and Expelled - Combination Schools
	Table 11: Student Dropouts
	Table 12a: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 2
	Table 12b: Developmental Reading Assessment Spring Results - Grade 3
	Table 13a: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 English Language Arts
	Table 13b: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Mathematics
	Table 13c: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Science
	Table 13d: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 4 Social Studies
	Table 13e: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 English Language Arts
	Table 13f: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Mathematics
	Table 13g: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Science
	Table 13h: LEAP 21 Test Results - Grade 8 Social Studies
	Table 14a: Graduation Exit Examination (Old GEE) Results
	Table 14b: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - English Language Arts
	Table 14c: Graduation Exit Examination (GEE 21) Results - Mathematics
	Table 15a: The Iowa Tests Results - Grade 3
	Table 15b: The Iowa Tests Results - Grade 5
	Table 15c: The Iowa Tests Results - Grade 6
	Table 15d: The Iowa Tests Results - Grade 7
	Table 15e: The Iowa Tests Results - Grade 9
	Table 16: American College Test (ACT) Results
	Table 17: First-Time College Freshmen Performance


